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(iv) ##Ter 3i)q#7t 3 # 4 # 45 4T44J4, ft47T45 tottct £# 44 f^n ^mn 

t, 37# #j5<rRt 45 fcR TR> 417 *) 30% ^ #) # t I 

(V) 4#47 45744 77744) 35 754 3 #454 4>4Pl# 5177 7Z7T4TR# 7) 4cfa74 #IR# # 40% 

# crejofr 3T%4) 45) urr 7# £ i 4#47 w rfr 3 #7 4# # #4# 3 

?Kr 1 

4#47 Rif# cT7?7T 7J#f#RR (t)###) 

(i) 4747 # ^ fo# # 754 3 ##4 4 # % 1 ?##?, f## aflffer 

icR f#4# 4R4T #74 4$ t I 

(ii) ^f^y9^^4^4^3T4f^^f^3T54tf^cT 
f%4T 441 GTT I ^77 44>K 7T?Jc4^ ^f 77#£R 8 *4?M 46crl f^>4l 4fT TFT ^ | Jjf^ Rl#Rd 
7744 # 45# ##4 4# 35 fcR "#) 4474” t, 44 TFR773TT^## # 3itf#4 47^4 
4R’TT xTlf^TJ | 

(iii) ijdtRrarrl## # 45 y^m ###) # tirt t^#) 4RR 45 3rmR 47 c#r #5 $ i 

ft)#) 4>7T7 *) iRlT 4j7? 4# 1?, f#77# 44TR73TT^#c?) 45) 4)V4'Tlcfl # 4R 4lRd 45# # 
7Wl 4TT 77# I 

(iv) TRTRTsrn^M # an# y#4H# # 44 ## 43 ?# ^ "#*n#" # *>q A arqq# 45 Rr 

3*77 t I #44## A 443 4477) 3 <ff£ 4# 4>) t, 4T4#5 44477377^## # 44 47413 
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7) 44444 (^34) 3 457# I fTTtc# 4TT445Tf#T 4 3PJ4R 7) 3?1^* |^r ^ 

t\ 

(vi) ^ 4KJ 7W #I 44 ^T4Fq ftRjicr >IR45R 4?f 444t ^r 
yRrmf 44 r^ 45) we <£ wm air4T wrf^i 3fR ^445) wd 45) orpf) 4rfi?y i 

(vii) 744 ^)4e^) ^ 4R4R 45 4T4 3TT4 220-230 4Rt^ 45 4Td $ g), 44 4? W44 4^) t 

4141 43T 4FT ?) I 

(viii) 4e)dl4 5T9Je4> 20 444R ufrl 4dl wfrl ^4 ^ 4J444 447)RtRT44 45 ?T4 )e))4 ^ I 45)^ 
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(ix) 3pnRT3IT^7M 44 4444 3JTOR ^ Tf4R 4^f $ 3fR RT44 37RR 44 30% 45) 

ffe 44 3j)faRT ^) fR?T^ 4^) ^47 | 
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(ii) ^ IKR tot ft RTTFT ft «TTFT to tot NR 3 ^ tot | ftocNFT:, 
tot 3Tltoft ft RTTT 3l|ftto TTNltot R5T IpERTtoftt£t toHN ^ to T^fftto ftofftcT 

tot ft to 'SUfET ton vHT TT3RTT tt I to toftlft 3EpfT TTfcT 3HTTJ Tto A TRft to 

t cTt toFTrS #t TPTE?t ft WI t I 

(iii) NF <ffc tot ft Tftft A toft ft ft TITO totot ft) tot ft ftft to) £ | 

(iv) ton H^W>1 ft jfttol ft ftftftFT Ftoto ft SIT^TT ft ftto A NF 3TTtol-T3 TER 
ft R8c) to Rill 1? I 

(v) FFtottofttft A 1999-2000 3 3,43,187 fttft^ EF3T STFTFR toT ^ I ^ ^ TTFJTTFI 
ft w, <?TFpT: A tofttft ft ft) to ^t sitftts wi Tito f i fftto Fnto 

ft ipTtotofttft ft T7TN RR irgc^ TT FTTFTftlFT ft) t I fttWtft WI cRTR 

cfR ft t 3l1X RR TF uTERT NTFFt f fft W ft FFT ft totoft JTFTT tofttfftl ft) ft 

ft) I 

<t>RRlft!H TEftEHT 

(i) NF UTFTTcf TPTO ft ft ftof NNT ^ | toJTiaftftttf) ft ftRM T7 qSTEfT ft TUN T^flSTO 
-Ift! ft) vJTpfY Hlfft I 

(ii) ft ft fcP? to FlftTETFI ^FRI HFFTcT ft! fto t I 

(iii) FJ'EJTtaftfttft) tor ftto<i! ft) ft) ft ft) ft TUN TPTRFTT TFSMI FfltjcU % I 

(iv) to tJRto3TTtotft) ft 3lfttN ft) RM feieil uTTFIT %, Fit ifHXTISn^tt^f ft IftpR U5TFTR 
cTiRtl T>1 FTTR NJFTfT ftt ftt ftRT vrlRTTI I 

(v) ft TENTT ET tERN3TT^TM ftt <f% 5RET to TT eTFTFT TT TUNlfttf 

WI^M 'Et FTFIFT ^ Wj^ct cf>T NTR H^PT *THT ?RlT, H Fit totta t 

aitr h vsfto It i 

g*r i aflr ^mi Tfai wer-^ffeci toton (retttt) 

(i) RF HtdlR TFR ^ M5ct f^IHT RRT ^ 3ltT $Tl BTFTR ^ f^U* Ttp^t^T 0 !/3/lfelUI 
'll?! fcTRT ■Mill ^ I 

(ii) T>)4 feto ^T-t TI TFcl FR IJRrnaiT^M FET oTFlto tonTFR ^TSHT Nl£*t I 
■RTTFflN f'lato TPTFRt if>T TTO (qiR3IT^3tt) 

tto-armr ^ to ^ tun rtf^t toto atoto ^tetit 3 utornt 

tot to to jRjm tr Tto i ^teitt f^rrt ^ ff^ to 3tk to whr? tot to onto 
-Rt tot ^t fHwr aitr ^Ftot cf> yfcitof ^ f\ ct^rh titfit t i Rto A tot) A\ irfr 

4tt 7[f^ Ft tot ftott FTFIFT *f toto ?Hft 3fR ?to Tito ttoFI Fftof TT THTTN totT I 

iTRKtoto^ tort to toftowto totto^tt tttoiw $\ 3ttoFito $ i toft ftorfertor 
ftotot ^t t :- 

(i) Rto PR w to-^pgi A ETTTT THTTIT NT, FT5 Tflt IFTR totto toftof 5TTT ^T to 

to a) I 
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(ii) RTTR 4 TfS f^n RRT CIT, cTW 150/-WRJ nfcl 20 '3 >£r? ETT Rlffo 3TR 

4<i Wf 9000/-^m TTtcT 20 Ft RRT £, off ft> TT^ RT^ g5 25% ^ SlftgT 

t I 

(iii) R^cfR?^ gff ^3TTcT ?t fcfUlRm 3>MPlijf 3> m URT? RRyff g>R Ft RTJ £ I 

(iv) ^?ff if c^r|4?| T^hRn gRRwf 5TTT TRR RFR ft>RT RimT t REnft, RTTR if RF 
f-nrfrra^t rt ■ski f^n v5trt £ i 

(v) ygRT g?f ffe 3TRTtfrT R^f 3t RTF? 3jfr cfU'R'tf) ^IrRir g>MPfdf 5TTT TTRlfifcT 
f^CFT RTTRT RlftR I 

R1T#J TT^tR qfcFfgpff TTR (an^RRTIR) 

(i) imj*wn'£{M ^ afcpft g>f y??£R g?f £, gqfftr if 3R trrir ftrqr 

t I R5t 3Rpff efTRcf BtRTRgKtT 3ff? ^ <fr im°fi gR TJTT <vRtR 

IWjcI ^HT RTf£>? I TO e^RcTI vJMillRltil TtRTT? $ 3fl7 

f2f3>Rtcf R^f R5TRT Wlf^ I 

(ii) wfife RRTKR 1,75,000 €t^ ?t R?T5? 3,51,000 Ft RRT t 3T«ltcT RR^fr 3TT9TT eft 

cJcIRI if 100% <2fe $ I ^?ftt 31t? vftpfttft cf>T RcMIRR 1998-90 3> 4.61,136 
RRR>? 1999-2000 if 3,74,353 If I W ERR? TTRIcTR if ^ ftfrR f&tfcl 

TdTftR f) ?ft $ i ippM $ *mi<h A y>ft 3n^ £ 3ft? ftrpnM r^tirr if gpft $ 

f Rl? u l g>R ^ 3ITR fft ^JTT RiT^t ^ feFJ 3TR R? R?JeR> flqTRT RfFflJ $ 3ft? 

RftRTRTWT TRVnarTtrM th^ y? if r^ftt ^itfcO t. wirr 100 % 

W w t 1 arto wikwt sfk y^f ^ hrt y^e4> &\ fRt Rif^i 1 

(iii) WfiarT^M 3FTif %m ^ 3T^nR ^tel if 30-f vSTFl^f ^ 1200/-^ 

yfcr cff^ y5f «i?ra ^ awrer m tft t i ^ft f^r if^^^qfa5fw^ft? 
IR^WTI^M 3lk viftRiM STTT TT»ff cTFRT 3ffr TMTO ^ IR^cT f^ uTFf Enf^ 
cTT% ^fTJIRiff 3ffr yqf<wr3jf STTT 3TWRH 3WfR fifR Rcf> | 

(iv) R/imtfl yfct-TTO tntRf ^ TtrgvRf 3Tjfff^r ^ 3 rwt q^rrf ^ ^ffq augpm ^ fon? 
R^PTrft yTJRj PwfRd fcfRT V5TTV I 

(v) iRtTnan^Uff yfdTRRR irtt) if ^>r ywm wi tft t, vfl«if^ v^prtf^f yfctRiTR 

JPTrcf if ^f*h "I^f 35? TFT vjff vildd t | 

(vi) ftRin <rf ^fciT if ^raiWi ^ y^Ror? ■gyiryffRi ^tfri trrt jjcr gf ^crfrt 

irm yfrTTTtlfcRT g§f vJTFfr jvH'Htff MRi'imW'bM RRTl RTR UTR ^fcTT t I 

(vii) TgTcff ^ g? g^f o£joR«r tr ggf^FTcT 4dHl 3Tff^d ^ I iprgg yra ?5Tcff 

W g5 W^cT ^ WT if UFTcH %7fT WRTT ^, vjt«iR> RT nftt yrfe ^ ^ 3F£HN RlRd 
^f vsnrff t I TR> 3TT if RTR 35 g>T TTFTRR f^TT TJTT?TT t I ^TTfcTT?, RT yR^f RFT 
d4> gjR g^f vjii'fl RTf%TJ I 

WFT cTTcR %^5 RTR ^IRT 

(i) g^RTf ^ yfRTRTR R5f IffegR TJR?4i3TT^#^f ^ gTTT WRlf^d ^ ar^RTT ^f 

TfRTR ^ g>T HTRTR f^RT t I 
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(vii) 4ffT oPRTT 4 fa FW q\Mvj) <?4 4)qq# ^ RRI FR^ JRJc^ I 

(vib) • W&'Hi'Wi £*RT RcJTq vjTT ^4 \«t>lftl*K' efr &t fFT fte^cl *<ffaR q4f 3 r 4 | qF 

falR fatft ^TR? cTWI TR SnWlfaf R4t 4 I 

(ix) 3TT^WFR 4 ^ SF HRcfT ^dRTT 4 fa WHSTT^eM q4 5R^ *?l4 ^ arjRfcT 

unq4t, q4tfa ^ctrri 4 ‘ioo% ^ 3ri^ q4 ffa ?t ^4 4 i f?t <fa w q44 
qjfafai* 3i%7ra q4f 4 i 

(x) 3n^pftRR 4 ^ ^rmT 4fa qqqwifatM fai r ^i y^F 4 <|fe ^ <?q 

IRcTFT 3R TFT 4, Cfafa ^IRnM ^4? 3R VFT 4 I 3F an^RTTRR 5RT q^ f4>q 
F<? 4> fal^cT 4 fa TRTTRf3fT^M qqt 4 ffa 4fa* ^RTfcTTT qR TFT 4 fa 

faRTfa^T 4>fTT ^R 'TFT £ I 3Tf4 FH^l ^F WTcT fa? fa4 4 fa JJJ$cf> $ qM 
qq4Mt4fa4tqq4fat «fa 4 y^cqi 3fR qfa ^ qpfa 4 our* - fafj^q 4 i 

(xi) FR4 ^fapfa cf4 qqqft qR^Tfff ^rRT WKm 3RT 4, fafa efTcT q4 WS ^facT 
BF^cfr 4 fa irjrf 4 qfafaj* 3 tftr qq qqor fa w4f Rifa? i 

(xii) qfaRKHTsfatfa <R m4) j i ?r 4 q|<4 yTFfa fa cfFRT 4 qRcT, ffa<iR<4fadl faq qqfa^fMdT 
fa fafe 4 qfa c-rm ^an 4 i 5^ enfa 4 fa4 qrfa fafa qraq? irjc^ 4 fa4 qrfa 

<^ifafa RFrat q$t gR-rr 4 qqqff 3^^ t I 

(xiii) ' qqjitorr 3fR "^M" \?r4 qraniw* fJRn fo# afrf^Ri $ Bcjr 

^rr q4 ^ i qq^W^-^qrft^ ^ 4 wf^ ^ f^r? rito 3jk 4^134 c^ qm^ 4 qqfqr 
f^qjRT t? I 


5 i mft arr4 ^TTff ^ im 4 x^mmriM 4 3r4 fcm u ^ ,2000 

ft*qfci%q ^ert qq^cT ?i4 1 :- 

(i) vi'^4 x=r4t 4p4 3fk 4 zreir^ f4£r qq 3n?r ^ Tr«ri4cf aM ^4 q#4 qq=4 ^ 
3Hpg4t IR^cT q4 t | 

(ii) 3TRn?4 aftq f4qft4 $ f4nj 3gq4 qq offrqrci wm 5 f4q sftq 8 f4q fcrqr vstrtt $ 1 
q4 2000—01 34? 2001—02 ^ fen? ftPiqq q4 45.58 ^qq a4q 48 . 3 i ^qq qpft q4 
t 1 "3^4 ^r4 4 1 ' ww 4 f^Rft qj^t q4 jj^tttit r4T £ 3ifa 3Ri q?Rt 4 
<pRTT q4l q4 wt qrqn4 1 

(iii) 4®R q4 cfm 3fr? qf4 €t&i wqq rfrt 4 4§fer 4 q^ qn ^ 4q4 4 qqqqan4?M 

4 ‘tfwtef f4^rr 4 % ^ ciprt ie .03 ^qq qf4 4feq q| ^f< - R i q4 wr4r cirf4q «4 

sltq q? qprr £ % q4 qi-wR^ rfrt qq e% gqr?q4f4 uife 4 q4 4 1 

qqqq3r r44t4 t qm qq 4t wqq 4 % 4teq34 ^ fcrq |er ctprt 16.03 qqq qf4 
cfrsq qf^pjcRT q4 oq^f ^nf4q 1 

(iv) 4 ^ qqqfcnr 4 f4q 14RRn, ^rr 4 3t^etr 3iq4q4 ^TeR 4 ^gqciPfd 4 1 

(v) (RrM 4mq ^ ijoctr 4 foq ^rr ^4 q^ qf4 jr^ct ^r 4t 4 i 

(vi) qqqqT3n44^t 4 f^sqiT 4 ■gq4> 3TT4qq-qq 4 ^rr ^r (4^) aftq 

cTmzr I4crr qR (4)4)c4) i> jnw qq q4t 4 1 
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5.2 aaijaanftfttftt ft aroft ftara? u ajcnft,2ooo ft aa ft aw fft*afftiR 5 ci ajaai ft) aajci 

aft ft :- 

(i) aar? fftaa 5>^iieiq ft ftalfta) aft ^ gfci 1 

(ii) 31.3.2000 aft aaiar aft ft ffta aiwf^ arrays) afk aft 2000-01 aft? 2001-02 a* Iftp? 
^af^Ria 3 ifa^t aft aarfft aift ftftrffta vm -11 afa 111 i 

(iii) aa^a ai^a-yaTE fftara 1 

(iv) aft) ^jft aa 1 

6 . Sri araft ft ija> agaa ^aai^ fftaa; 21 vgaTft,20oo aft ftqaftfft) aaafaa, g*a 4 ft 

anal fact aft aft «ft 1 ftgaa Rjaaft ft ftna Pi*a1otRsid arjfta fft? aa ft :- 

(i) atft Iftiffta aT^a ^ftftft ftft ft at anafft ftt aaft) ft, aftj, m anafft ffta ffta ? 

(ii) efiaft aa aft If 1 ^ft 2-aftta aa> ^jrt fttft ft Meft y^cfti aft ftftftftci aRaT ft 1 

(iii) ataftfam ft aara fftfta anaft aftta; arfftr aft afti f^rj an aiaft 1 

(iv) sa arefsaaw ft; aaifta;T J [ 3ft? anar? ytciawf ft ftafta aft wro aft fttfft ft altr 

aaaasr ft 1 aa aaftt aeia ftaT aan a^ft ft 1 

(v) ataRira ft ^prr aaft anffta ft 1 safeui, aaft ^ ft; ftn? w ft aafft ftaafttft ?ft 
aftf aiscii 1 

(vi) ?a r jftci: wraai aa< ft Iftia ft 1 a>® fftfftre sRarra aift ft 1 sa fftrr? aftft 1 
a^ wi ftaT ft ftp? ftfftaa ftai wfftq 1 

(vii) \ T aaaar 4 ftftft ?aa ft fftn saraa aft) aa aanTT 1 ?ft <gD cna ft! afftfa ^ht aifftrj 1 

(viii) afk Raraft aftftR a^\an ft aan aam arfftei ft 1 w^ra a^ trth 

ftlft) aiffta 1 

(ix) aa sreaaa aft ft *rfft ar?ft ft a^r?a aft ft aftl i pa ayft gift aft a^ftaft ft fftaa 
§ 3 R aftt R'&ar aaft 1 90 afftara a^ftr? 3 fftft ft ftftn sa anft ft 1 

(x) aToffto «ft aft a^ ft)? fttar^f) aft aR ft fta aftft affta; srr aftl ft 1 aag, fttaraj,^; 
a? an? ft ftftaa aftfta; fft^R fttftt ft 1 

(xi) _,aa qa< aaft ft 3 ift? ?aft aftaft alftfftia ft ft aft ^capia aft ft arjaR afk ftfftar 
ft aft aft afftfeft ft arjffR aaft fft?n ft 1 

(xii) caaa ffta^a aft -in u i a? snar aft aara tftaai etift ft feia a?ar? fta^ tftar aar ft 1 

(xiii) ftftnft afh? tftaa aafttaft ftaT ftta ftttaa> caa?R ft aft? ?ft aaaTTftftrft aft? arotftofto 
ara anft fftar atraT ft 1 

(xiv) afftaftf aasftaft qfta caa ft aftftaa acft aft a^ftlftl ft ijft aaaT aia ft aa t? ftt aaaft 
ft 1 ftaar afciaam 3 i?i aa anaar 3 ra? a? a>e 1 lfta 1 ft aia ft 1 

(xv) aaaaanftfttftt aftiftt ft 1 aa ft ftaT 3 ft aa anj a^ft ft, aft •^aaia a^ai 

fttar ft 1 aa aarma a^a; aifftaRa aft aa fft^ aR aaft ft 1 
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(xvi) FRdftFT TTftTFT Tt W WT Tt f*FT Ftett 1? I FTtfoy, ^ m£f-3FJ^ Tt 

^ TfrftETF yfy fft4i yit t I IciPmy ft ff-ff ft, yyt ycrfvT fto ff 4 f^yy 
i 3ftT fcT^ft Tt yTTF?f f^n t- 6 T^ 7 WlelSId fR# cll^F t I 

(xvii) F^t F$t FTt Ft TTT2T 3TTF^ FTT^t F^t 3TTF?FFyTT F^t t I 3FR FFTTfR SRJcFT 

FTt^F^ 3TFJ?TT 1^r°faT c^cTT 1? dt FF FTTFF SJ^MIdF FR?t I 

(xviii) ff f^Tf yyyf yt Rtf Ryiiid ytt fft ftt 3 yy yft^ attRryy f$ I fitff ^ 3TTRfyr 

'MgiiJcTT TfFTyT F^t FTT T^t t I 3TFT d^td FT fcTF 3TTMFT TTFTFdT t\ FTT Weft t, 

eft 3TFft F^t <pft Fitt t 

(xix) gtTeT ^tefT FT eTT^ft 3fR dfifFTT 3TTyterf Ft4td fcRfr? TfRrFTcFFT ^TFraTT Ft TrFntt t I 
FTd; ^TTfRt Fteft t I FTF dF> FF> dRdF 3TTyterf 37TT ftyTy WT Tt FTFT F^t f%FT FTTdT, 
dFF?l 3TF^FTFT F^t F>t FTT TTFF?t I 

F^Fll TttFR]eF> TJp Tjufe TFT ( 41 ' 4 le;^i’ l T) 

T[Fn^3Ti^M ftfctt t cr ^ ^gqxT ^Tcttv 3 t£ t i ftj, crriFt ^ <ftfr fifct Fft yrr tttf 
FF 3m ■jft F^i fcuT t i msimth f^fft yTfecRFT Fft stt ft ^ftr fttft Fiffti? i 

yrFtFT ftrftiy ensprr xent^RTFr (•rtK'd^) 

(i) ftN^fft ytyfUrdr T^t t i ^rryt aftf^rou ^yR^yy^TttFTdF^tyfty^l?, FftfcF 

^rrfWjTif £ | 

(ii) TjyrjTOTT^yfoft ff arRrypr ff f>FcI ?ry f4> crnpF T>ft fftfjs Ft v>n<t |t, yft Riv41 

FFTFT TFT %, FTt TT#t F^t t | ytdt eJeT-ftF F^f t I ^fryFF FF RlTRFT 3TFj)et aftT FPT 
y^t ?rf4cryf fttt Ftcn ^ i y?H ytyarcftsftT^^TTTF^ft i 

(iii) v4rprtt4t sltr tjft^ot^tM ^ yrmy tfth t I 3rfTFTTT T, T tft Tt arj^Hdi i ct 

yfeTRtii y?t tt^fh yft ^trth y^n Tt f i 

(iv) TH?TT3rt^TM yy yrdry TFfy-arjg^t Tt ^ t i 3ftfey ftft t I 

(v) eH J l4 F^t y^t ^ I ^’1^ , 'H3il4'dl41 ^ Ty^£eT: 3T^t eTTF ^wl-If F^t FFT^ ^ I 

(vi) Ft’fF'tt^t 3ttr TjFTjn3TT^?tt^t ^ 4ty <^w any^tt ttff? ^ i ym ^y 1 ^ 311 4 ^4} ^ fen? 

yrrFT yyyrra Frrfcr? 3nywyr ^ % uRytfl<f1 ^ ytt t ? 

(vii) Tjyrjmn^rtt^t Pf'yiyy Tfy^ yr^pyr yr yp? ycy? t, ^nn ftt TTF>di ^ 1 
yr^Frt ^ yfet yet ttfcR ^ Tty^r f4>yi fit Tfyyn t' 1 

(viii) el4/'t!(le4l ^ feTTJ yFTT TTFTF F^t Ft TTF^ I 

(f'TFi Ff^yr ftryrt Tjrftf^TTF 

yyrra ffs ttftf f^t t, ^ yyryy y^t ^ 1 ff 3ry>yyity ^ gTFcn ^ tft yr irryyjy, 
TTFi?TT3TTt?M FTtt FF yr^TF yTTeTT t, f^TTTyF ^jyM yr^TF yTTFT t | 

FTTctty Hly^y Rmy (errrtft3n^) 

ytFTFtT^T FF^FT ^ FFTFF ^ fcHTJ 'jf'TF'fleTl ^ fcT? TJFT affT T[FTJTT3TT^Ttt€t ^ feP? ^Tlft STFTCfT 
F^t Ft TTFveft I FF clT?Ft ^ fcP? F%t 4 F’feFTFFt WT^F fRft I 


"STF'S [/>l\RooO —^_ 
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RNtfTR R^tR RtdEte RR (311^1^) 

(i) frt^ rtr te -arra^rr Rtff t \ fr eftreft yifstem Tt rft RRte wri—tT ^ 
rr!rr m arqpfr ffe Tt ftei te rr 3FJ&i rsr) t i hftrtir yrfteRR 9t 

3TR4 Rte RR (WMI & I 

(ii) RRRRte^ RTR RRR 3TR^ RRJcR> RR RRITR RRFi R>l 'MdRdl Rf 4 3 I 
^TTM R?l RTt v) 3TTR*J fte EUR I Rte R$ f*FR F’FfT Rlf^R I vHRR 
RRilPWKd RFTRT f*FR FtRT Rlf^R I 

(iii) wtRRTM 3fk RRRR3TT^?M R? yWctf 3FJERTcTT RRRftelEte ’TRddl cfr RRRR 11 

RFIRtIR mlt|R5'< u l R5) FR RR RTRHFfFjjjR* iffa R>ETT RTf&R I 

(iv) dte 4tente Riiifici rpr r>rT % I Rte r* ft RRte ter ftefi trtrtv A <4 i ?r 
rrrr teR tete r> te te tewR R^t ^r r^ cfr i rf fterr otet 1*fr t i 

(v) FRrt RTR te 3ITW R^f £ I ^RRT 3j“teR ^faf^Rd R^ | 

(vi) lYcfl R> RRR, y)^'1 l 51iil eft RR Rif RRRR3TT^frif[ ^ feTR 31 PMIV ~$> EFT if RFTI RRT 
«ir i wtoft R> te terM 3 teT A 33 yfter r?i ejf£ rn 41 1 
tete RF RRRTFRirte^ ^ te E1TR t I tet RRTlte ^ -rte? ’JEWt RR r4r R^t 
f^RTT RRT I V3 ; F‘r4 ipft RTR RTRT fcFRT I if^rfefR, RF RHR> fcRTJ <^dvi cTIR ^ I 3IR 4 
u[TfTM gfe. Eft tflRR ERR t, RR 3FJRRR RJ? R* t I 

R, r R^ 3ftV RTRT-^RT f$lR ftclRfUel TEfc RRlft^RE (RRRRRRRR) 

(i) FR telf^RR. RW'ftRRI RFTft t I R% Rte RTR ^ R^RRT TFft VJRRI R7| rRrMR Tt 
Riff te I 

(ii) RR>te) te r te ftet itt-Rfr RT^t RTR RRte R$T R^ RTTtft I RRcfR> RTR fte 
RTIRT t I RRT RF ^ 7 

RTRIFEcRH ^FE> RRR RRR (te^M) 

(i) RWRT RRTRT RR) vftRlfrlRI R>|4 <}jc1im ^ | RRTR3R^t€t R>T^ ft?lR R>|4 R^t RR VFT ^ I 
Fte te te tetel R?TR R^f FWt R#R I 

(ii) RTRRfl t^f R> RRRR# ^ RTRTRRIRT HH'te A VRR 3TR4) RTRTR Ft RR5cSt ? I 
R^t RRRHtevte ^ R1R W-Ufcl«ld ^cTRT RRR te t I 

7. TJRRR3nj£v?T€t 4 3 h 4 IteRI 19 Epte2000 ^ RR SIR Pl*Rfetfed RV 3TT 1 ) 

^RRT/RRTte T^d fte t :— 

(l) ERR te 3?Rtet ter ^RTlt tK 5RTRI RR aftR I 

(ii) ujii (RR^ x!ai4 RIpI RR yRfte/yRTETR—RRR) RR ^TtR I 

(iii) yRTcFF aflR %-yRTcTF RftRRfrTRt RR TJERFTR I 

(iv) RRRR teteR ! 
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8.1 PPrf SM ^cJTT? qq 3fr? g?rff <PT R^rF §q qqqqf3rrf?M 3 Sftti Rqirf 3 

3Hi*d,2000 rf q^ fiWl Pl^lfcHRaci 3lfclP$<tt1 W^TltJ>'< u l qq^Jtf rf>q £ ;— 

(i) erf 1999-2000 rf fcHJ rfrf I 


(ii) qq cTFTcT I 

(iii) grfwift oTTPeT, rfTff 3nrf 3 ^ qg rfrfrlR | 

(iv) rf^rffvraf rf *^era, ngrfrrft qfRr g> ^ftth qq RRf r gwq i 

(V) W.V] Wtrti rft TTfcTZTT I 

(vi) 30 Trffg rf^rfjRT 3?rf31T?3TN qftgqR | 


8.2 TTOTJTT^M 3 arf f^frf? 30 3PFRT,2000 $ qg ?RT rf/qH rfrf gg> qq qftgTeFf, 

g>i<Mrfi Tjrf, rRwftrf qtgq f^Ffa <rf gs-g? 3 nrf ^ qjff ^grff qq arfcrftgg ^Fn/w^rf^>T rfgr 
1 1 pqrf ^frq^rf qt^qf gfegr qiprfj rfrf*trfg rfq *Tqrqr qrfrf rf 4rfa <?fra rfrq cgrprfqr grqrq g?i 
qq> rfci rf qqrjcr rft $ I 


9. 

qq 


pqf qrqrf rfl wg q^qTcT rf gfaFT qg^fer qrcg qjggr afrq mv mm rfq 

fW(T RfRtft £ :— 


(i) 3FFTT fftlRSR M qirf rf qRq, TR^TOTT^fM 3 urf-rflrf rf rfvipgfRf gqjgg, 3FFTFt 

gg eRH frfuT «it i qqqqrairfqfteft qq rfv^gi gqqrrg vftirf anrf cTfrt frfrf; u r aftq 
jraiof-r rfl arjmfrfr mitjt qq 3rmrf^cf £ i gp qgg> rf gqp-q* gq 3FjqieFT g>q^T 

rf rfrq .wirq qq ^ferfW q) rfwr ggrf gtqg ggrui t I feqpgq,i998 ^qqqqigrrfqM 
rf ^vjjcfl rf 3Fjrffel ?q Sfrj^jTJT A 3TcJcftgR firflT gT frf TIP qqqqRjrfqft^t 
^ 3ngqgg> qw q* gig^ ftgm g^ rf qrf^ qgr qqmg irgrt g^ arto g*r qrggrr 

£ 3FR RF 3im?q^ WT t I W 3mc4rfR elrf 3TFlTfrfr eiT frf grfft 

xnfSrf rf 4 t^ rfrf rf RqRRT g^R 3 Fjrff^r g^ ^ feftj nrl^g^r rft 
?rrfelrf rf grf rfcf,- WRTT I rfFTT g> 7 K g>FJH rf 3 RSrff f^fl RT^TR? rft TRcT®! 
3 rf?lg 5 Trf rft rf ¥R[ ^ TOT I f^T rf^I rf ^f^Rl QF UWI Tpn^{T 3 rrf?M 

SM ^rrf frfn 4 wn w gnR ^ | 

(ii) ^rggci ^gggrf rf 3rfR ftwt TrarfcTT tpirTfRirf#^ rf nwg qp grgr 

|t; frf gp «it, 3nqf^f g?^ ^ th4rtri e*, grflrf rf^gT q^sgr f^TTO,i998 ^ 
grgrff^r rfF;qTj^3rf?T3^-^rgqfrff^q$Ei yfr eq i gp ^ifftt rfm rf> 
TpRR3rrfrf^r gg rf^gr Rqrf 3prf cw-fttirf gv arTEjrfrfi -irf i, qggj gp 
rfqgrf^i rf 'ircj?g5f g^ 3FHigi uiftt t I iRQWirf’fM gg ?rrcggferg^ ttrirt pfirf 

TOcR HFTTT 3lrf TTTRT 3FJirff qg 3mnf^T t I Tip % 1% f^fFgq,1998 

rfv^gr yyj,<rg> grgqtf^r g^ t?fri jnl^g»<M| ^ 3 Tgrfg>q g> frf gg qgirf rf ferq 
ww-arjT^ rf ^ rf rfrfTOf rf q^ng q? ftgR g^qq, gt gqf g?t ita 3Tgf6r frfrffrfT 
g?r aft i qrfqg?T, 3ig siqrf^cT rfRT grrf gr?n wfugq Rig--3Fpjrf rfggr g) 

^ rfqT i rf-erf gvt gm-arj^lt ^ q^gi gg rfrfER grg^ ^ ferq 

qgqqfgn^M rf rf^gi qq^g m firm ggrf $ qrfgq: g^ 3fiq^f ^jfi pt qfggfi i 

(iii) qrfggrrf ^ gp grp^ ^q anqrfr ^ f^ qgqgarrfqM gg qqgig rfgrf qTqrfqgqft 
3rf^Rg (otFRi arig^rf gT Rg) rf rfqT $ i qp 3nqfri qrfr g^t t i qqq^anf 'iM ^ 
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PlElRd TO ^ ETFTTT PieRe EEtft EEJE Rr % I ?E Eit FeR ETE 

dlRlpjEcp '(nM Tt <gW y^Edl E?t «MR E3-t cfr feR EEEE3TT^Ttt(it 

SIE^H E> <jRiEd TP?t H^cmisff E>t nR^lRia E$l f<J>ET EEI I HElRl, yiftlENE fil'd 

vMr *i4Rlf& steeR EnTft t, tjeet i£\ f^irfracfT sfR rag et sftRicE ^RiRdd 
^py - -) ^ feR o*iR fiNi oifRt ESt >m<5Wtt E?t E^ & I 

(iv) 'jRd'fltfl sftr RETjEsn^'Tftift EtEf R eeee fiivi 3ftr ee> T?t eee EEREff ^ eeIee 

E> EETTE eR?T ?E Wll®l*< u l ^ aFJ&I RjET £ | 3Tf&«*»l5fI EEE WEl<td3ff R wRlTEEf 
ddRid (py^ E> feR Ptvjff<py u i E> E>t EEEE <py^ Qlcft *itf> 31'HIHI'f u l 3FJ^iEcTT 

EH HR PtEI 1? | EFT dtp R> 3TET EF $T«i|^4tP STJEHET ET?f %, EF dCdl HtIE/E ffiEef 
EETeNPf B7E ETET Rr ETT E? EEHREHEjRt 3TEETf fRe EReft t. 3fR H?J,eE> 
RPlEHH R feR 3TT<RiI*dl E*t TJiJE EReft £ I 

(v) EW EEJd ETdlEld 3fR ETE Wfl TJE^JETEf ET ftRft EEtEE E> f^TT ?E 
frEetw3> feR ftelRl f&ET EET £ I RE EEEESTT^jM EETcTE E^t tftftd 3Elf6r sfR 
3EJRR E* T^tOT 3fR MERE E> feR 1^5# 3FE f^W Eltd Tt SITET^ E?f STJEEETdT 
Et ^feEd 3TTETEET Ft EET $ I 3TET FE \fethEl Elt E^EeT SffE&TC E>t IRJeE> '<£ 
31Mll4l TFfTtEE ^ cjlyid TPftsTT ^ TRIE EtT? ®Ref el IE 4 ei ydld ^311 cfl cRdel stERd^ 
E5t Him f^Nfl oJjef efTE R9JeE> ^ El<5) TRflHE E’ iJEuT TieRui f^ET RTT TIEhTT ^ | 

(vi) TpnjTfSJT^V^t fiiyi ER tiidltlld ^JEf^ER ddlfiE R 3)|t)ct) 3TTETE s}R Rycl 

tp-^dy) ^ ?J5^ ^ MR<Peld ^ wlc?l 31cpdRl Jld ET Mdl deldl ^ I $d<PI 

ERETE ’dETEN ^ EETEPT 3fR 3RESTE eTTEtl ^ 3T^ETE 3 srfcl^ftd |3IT | fE ^feEt 
dR EER fJRelqE 4 Ee?T ^EIRI EET t, EEtf^ iJEEE SffrR EEIE #EtfcRJ t I 

(vii) ExTE RIeI ^ ElEet A fTT Ell^ERE ^RT 3PJETE SRI ^ STREET E 10 yfclEd Elf^ 

EETTE TfETmn^M R gtEEfflfR c^feR HETJflEM ^ Tim ETdlEld E?t EEE 4 
eRe#T ^ TM 3 mE EE 31EETE eFTTET ^ I TJEETTET^M ^ EEE ^ EF?t STJETE ^ 
feR EEtE f^R ETT^T ^ EElTE^lfcT ET (7.02 EfcRTd) RrEEH^ ^ teR 5 Elffd sfRlcI 
EE EiEIeW f^ET t I EEEEET^tM ETE 3TEETET EET E? t 41*|4 EcftcT ?Wl 

t I EEET, EE^ESIT^M ^ EETET t 3TTE 3fR oEE ^ 3TEEH ^ f^R EE^ THE 
EFff E^ f^?ft EET ET ^ ETE EEE> EEE?f ET SflElRd t 3fR W- E^ 

^ '^tEE fclPlHil ET ^ EEEE E^EIE TRfrT ^E^ sfrfrRE E?f ENcft ^ I 

(viii) TTRJESntrM ETE EEJcT 3T^ETEt EtJlET ^ ^RTE E? EET t f^ EEE^t E?tE, 
EeRuRaH E?I efTEE 3fR ^tET3lf ^ 3N^aET EJE ^ feR 3^HlPld AEE eg® 3T^R5 ER er 
$ I RdEEl EE T* ^E ERT, 1MEER R^EIReI <£t eTTEd E> TTJEH EFT cTT ?E 
EETTE ^ Ftftd TF^ E^ E*lEE 'jft EE%^t E?flEE ^3E t I EET?E3n^fM ^ STE^ft ^ 
EE 3frfrTTE EET^ E^ feR EE? TEEfl*yu| ET^T f^R t I ETETETcT 3fr? 3TTE E> TJdld.dM ^ 
EEE ^ EET Ee#?5 f^ET ETT ^^EH t, Ecf ^ STeRe fR ETJeE> E* 3TTET*ft 

EElEE E^ EEE ERdfclR Eft! ^T ETEIEE feET EIRE I 3?R 3FR EJTER fcfEEE ^3T 
EITET t eft EcTd STJETE E) EEEE Ef^Eel SITE^cR E^t ETET EEAft efTE, ER E>tj? ^ 
cPIM^eE) E^t El4t cjfii 4 EERnT Rejt Eff EcPdl TJEEE3fT^ttl^t fiNI RlJ EE SEE ^ 

TJcrf^EH EftEHT ER E^ET t I 
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(ix) qqxRran^td ai anttg giigfdq ai fog $q f^Riq ait qgqqan^M strt ^fr^gait 

qt^ff (ffem) y\W%Z fcfftds ^ TIRI gq qRR qi 3TJHN ^feR iJcaaRfa WTOT 
W t 1 WBl#^ ^ \JecRa f^U £ ffc Te^KTcTT ^ f^ft giRlf^* TO, ftp# 
qR 3 ^3-^5 cf> 3$ta TO 3T?T qRaT 3ptf&q t, atqR gqqfdq RcTei afR 
3iraRqi ft^ra git f^ife agra fW $ i qgqg3iT^#d 3i ggi 3 g^ ■yrncnjoT gdg g£i 
?t?fT I q^3T gRR 3 gqqWt qi sRt ^ ift FR a^eai RTgiTeFt qi WfcH qi f^R RFlcf 
qftq?dg 3 Sllftd f^TT aiRt met tPUrfcR qRfTC qi f^RR ^ dcR T|cqqdqR u l 
apjqftr aiS ^ yiaict i $qR f^RRqq ^t ddy ait a? ^t gg-gg ^ ygiq qy f^RiR g??} 
f&m gqT Id afR ufcRTP 6 dR3 RRR qit Rtqg RTftT qit arjafcT I 

(x) xprtJTOn^M SKT JRtpT cfFTtT aig^Ug 3 ^RRt tflVRSatt arR^fcRTT 'Mui^ fc*ft&5 git 
RcT-fV^t ^T qiRf qi g^TUR qi fcR 1JW f^ffecT t, vd 3JtftT^ WT ^T gfcT qtf RWcT 
■JW cfc ysw A 3fR 3TTftra> RR Rt q*t ^ gRia ggjTfecT <2^31, ^Jc^FRl, aR 3TTft TjfoTT 

qy Rr*k g>q} irq qRqcfl qiRr git qg^fcr A $ i qqqyrarr^yM if ggraT t a? TfaRsatt 
OT^fcTOT fcrfAds £RT UTO1 ^ ^fclTatf qi feH? 3RT qit M qiRl £ afR VRlI 
a>t v.'q>arT^4t <m w? i) grafto^o btrt ai^ilRd Rrt w t i vRRrsri^fM 3 m 
■ tf\ -ge^a R?m t R> ^ 3 rrr yfglRia^ afR R4ftf£r, f$mm qR°Tm t?cR 
v3cqR2FHir afR $m eRn, kh ^ ^ Rpj rflalRr# irtctt g>1 ^ qRwpq ^ wr ^t 
yprt ypym t I tp 'Rari •yran m arjqpi TjRRi3fT4#?i 3fR iR^rgafr 

arrf^Rrm ^ ifRi RRm ^rr ^r Rtf^e yrRi ^ m$m R t i ^r arjyRr 

^ qfe ^ Rqi q?Ri ar>y q>\ i^raqR ar?r aSf wicR 

RRT^fefq qRci 'Hyft>K ■R 3rraw^ aFjqtqq nmr ?t 7 rni i ysite^ «R 

qRumtyq'dq yr<fRfcft yRn qfRr q?t yi% afR qRr?rciciT A fttthz (Rv> qq R aiRr^ 
t i ' 

4JF qFRT ifr TT d^Td ^ fcfaR3 SlR q^TeR & Riq 4\3lRR RRqi 4Rn^aR 

an^RRJT ftrvR^i ajR yw <R aimR m siRd^r feiRrdg c£ 

qrR qRmi q<TR i qqqwnfyfrd Rqvm <3 rr ^( ueiRTgRRcr 

qyqd ^vjr t I w qg qRt f ^ra5Ri?f ^qr qfta qq qqiq <Rl ^raTafi R darer 

t I W aiRfapf wi Rf ^ dRTRi qR q^tcf ^t ai%^ ^ i arictR^, 

dRr -Rt srfcRRRTT ^ ^q 3 qRcnd yiqpMt q?Ri RmW afR qRf qit dteR <$\ 
q^1% ?yi ftRR gst up4Rm gRd ^ i RrR ^tt q?rqfR ^ ?# qgiR wRt?i g^ tfi 
Rtgft df*tdd aim^cy 5 ®^ qg^gi git ggiRtgit ^gr giRr aigi gR^ g^t q^fct gg arjiTdg 
Httl gR R5T g^ "4<ai t rit ^ fti ^tattd gRR ggyfgi git f^lq^idi ^ an^R qq qgpf 
f^gT ggT % afR ugdg> ^ 'fr^Rrff Rgigo gRR ^ ai^$tg WTftci gRcftg ggpft git 
gggftgit Rt^q^rai qgrg gR^r ar^m t I 

qqian^M a?R graRofo ?rt d M git •gqgH gi ^rtriRh git arjqfci # 

isq ^f "^yn gq TigniT ^ i del ^ URnglvug git vjq^gqgi qy u?g(g^ g^t ggni 

rm&, gd wfegRR §ri ■gqciFf git q^g> RgRg gi j^r gnqg arggg gi giq $ g^t 

gig ggRTT i g? g^Radg t g? ^jqgrg RrRgg wr d gg^ q^ ^stt m ang git 
ggjfcT ^ttalRf^arrq^qgigTg^giq^ grg^ git agg^ggn t i 

(xi) tRqRf3nt#d ^ g^dgRR f^gT t t^ fypt gg #qi, gmt ggrorfR ^ an^R qy 
jjgr^Ri giqd aifeRmg A Rtf^e $m\ qgcR irt RRftg ^t gig t, git wtegR gi g ^ ig 
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ggg? 4 gg fftffte ft fftftgg ft mfrm ft fen? <£ft>ra qfftqfrft i ft sp&j 
m^r4 ft I ■RTTcT TITOR? fftlftg fftR ft gqft-gpT?Tq TOR afh? WT IfEleR 4 cHTT? 
TOJ gftfftg REES ftfeE? WJTgfft EPTOSt ft fftftfft qg?4 fl? Tift gETTflft ft 
fftgifftftn gift g^r ^ft ft I '‘jpfHnr qftviqfvrft gq fftgricft ft fen? gft 

R^rqrTHt 5 M gRftft gE TIWI aTJETcH fftg ^TT TPT ft, ft? cT^JET? ?gq? 
fttag griT g^cg fftftg ft fftn? fftg? fftg gig ft i ggft, ggrfranftrM, ^ 

qfftlfr fcffft^ qMf ft, fvjT^t 3PRI ft?9T gftft 3)f4(4gi aft 3ITgq>? aifSlfftR ft gqft4 
ft 3RTg WET ftfcTT ft I RRcT TP?gg? STTT fftlcT fftftiq Efftiqlrfft ft g qg g f g} 
gTHftS gpIRcRf ft TTEcT ft, ft fftTR RE? 3KT Rift ftR qftf ft | ggft f^ftlTT ftgft 
arfftftiq fftft gMt ftt f 4 gg re? 4 gg re gg eHTRTT t ft? ci^ftr fftftg 
qfftrqfrfft ft fft? ^jcggm ft ft f 4 f 4 *e gr?g ft i ^gfen?, g? fftfa fftg armi ft % 
qm ftqfftft ft gigft 4 , gftfr 3ifft4gq 4 fftt? gg gigftg 3teig fftggr gng? 
4 fftftftr qfft 4 qfft 4 ft wugf^r, ?g 4 ft ft 4 f grg ft ft q^ag fftftg ft qgfaR 
ft ftp? Jjegirrr ongg ftgEcft fftj fft?qg 4 ftrg angg i ?ft ftgft §i? ggcrFianftfttft 
§r?i $n w 4 3iggrg gg ^ffeftftr ^rgg 4 thit uitcTt ft i 

gEgEanftfM ft ‘jeiifpe 31^4 4^^ gg g E wr i f4f4ci £ i gtjf4 

^Hxrg¥3Ti^j44^r 4 ih g «4 ^ 4 ani4t f41^4 gg f44?r t, ?g g«4 g^ g4tg ^ 

f$ig ^ f^rrag rriy ^etteM cpthit 3lfr ^ruttci ft>g gg $ i f44?r g4 re 
ftriger fterfcT gpRig 4 ggr^aiT^M ^4 ?g geit g^ f4rg <4 gR-gg> gg ulggtf^ g4 
gef f^gg IHIR ^4 WT 4, gflY ^g: ijgrH3TT^4fr4t g4 W-^R HTT<R mNt £ gnT ^ ^ 
4 ^ ^ jraWrirat 4 wgrt^T 4t gg4 4 g4ff% ?g4 in gftgqfrr g> 

^gggTg ^ fenj ethri anm 3itg fg «rgf ^ ^vgg 4 fShTz gg f44g qg aira ?nf4g eltfi 
i i st^i gn f4^ gg f4i5irg $ gggr gfg g[f4gggg gfJRi ggwi gt?! ti4 i 
ggf4, ?n cmggfeig grg<4 4 ?g 3 tt 4 gm t4?4gg 4 ?g g«4 ge '^ww‘ 3ft? ‘ang 
g4t gn Tig^ ggltfft q^ ^ gn^f^ggr g^ g4 ql^glftg g^?4 ?4 flgj frt4 5 M g^ 
g4t tor grr ggg i 

(xii) (, r g\’4(3ir|'4rc4 4 ftg g^g ^ q^gg g> wi ^4 g^eft 4 [ gg g 4 % i g^jfiR, gn4 
T^gtrg ftgtcg g? 3ik grrgm f4cpm gg ft , 5ggg ft ft)'? hfih arjgpr yigggf 4 
vnf 4 ci feg 4 i gng?r arggg ft gq 4 ctotrt fftm g^ g? f 4 g^ gx 4 gg g 4 ^ 34f4?g 
srtflcT gft ften ggf 4 > m gr?gg 4 ftgwrftt g 4 3ft? ft arg fftg gg 4 /ftg 4 aft? 
g? ?ftg q? g? ftt gfttft ft ggig ft i gjggq ftgftftqg g? ft wi 4 , g? grggi pftn 
fft gsg gft g 4 agftftg qfftiftft ft 3^ftg ft 3ft? gg? ft fftn? gfftftg? giqft sm 3ifvjfcf 
fftg gn 4 gftegg gg ggft ft i ftm ftft q^gg f 4 #?g ft fen? qpft ftf ??t 4 gg 
gi 3Rgrg gggg ?sft gg? ggg ft i ^nfftn? fftgai aifftftq arggg ft gggg ft ygra 
gf fftgigm ^^rfftri ftt ??gg ft i arg? ^ft gftf fftg gg ft ftftgft g? -sskt? gg?-^ 
arra ft f 4 ft?g st?t qgfei gft ar^ifci 44 ftf ai r q y ggg ftft I 

girftg <£?ftgi? fftfftgqg yrfftg^r (ft3gn?3iTft) gg?g ft fftftm ft ftn? qggrftf ft 
grig g? gggg ft sgre g? fftn? gft gg?g i ^ftf qgg?, gg? ft gftr fftg gg ft 
grift 4 efigcf fftggg ft pgft fft?ftng 4 pg 4 ft ang g? ggggg ft mm ft 
ftg fftg ft i 
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(xiii) ?tt sttm ft fftft ftaftft qTTTHftf ftt arjftft fftq qnft mft cRift qft 77 ft qr ?m ft 

TlftfftB «Tfd qFBFjft BBT fftTJT | HBIMtHI ft BRft 3 UlfaW'T qrH ft} m&N 

fil'd 75ETT7 ftl dlft filofl Plfftft ft ^7 3^7 qciWv u l fftfft ft 3 MRRld 3i?lfiH 3ft7 qq> 
fa*TO fftfft ft 3 JffcPfTB 3T7RF1 ft ^71^7 oFTTi? qft Tqft q7 3TTO ftl 3pjqfft ftcTT TFT ft I 
^fft, RTB TTTqTTT ftt BBT7 ftft ftt qftqR q7 13.5 IjfcRTB ft STTfcR FTT qft apjfttfftT 
HFNrHt ftt TlftlER ft fdR ywftt ft cRlft qft 7 ft} q7 (13,5+3+3) 19.5 yfa?TB 

ftt 3TRT ftt ar^Tfcr I 

wrentaftr fftftt -efftdd yxiTBr^l qq Tftdd 3M wh qftt ft i qrafft qmB^qftftqfrra? 

qq fftciqtqR w*\ 3i*p7 3)idf^5 ftTTTSlftt q>7ft ft, fftftt l^fftqdT ydld4> TfL’U 3fp7 ^fftlftt 
ft RIKR ft ffttftft TJFTft ft I Pilftftf ft fftfipR Tftcft qft cTPRI fftftt Wd^t ft qpftt 
ft TPTdBFJife qBT BPTfft fttR ft I cT@JTfft, UF ’TTRT FtR fft qTfftq>7d ft fftftt Bftfcrd 

ffmcRpf qft ar^T^u fftftd qr arm ft #f ^r aftfr cf^ 77 ^ 1 : fftR ftfBd/Tferqftq ft 
RcxPol 31 dd ftHl ^f^rRrT5> 7BT ft 'd'dd dftf ftt 7iq>T | fft7 ftt, ftaftftt qRftuHiaft 
ft TFlcT fiTfc* q/ftqift 77 ft ftt $J s 'd 3 TRT 3^7 TFT q7 4 > 7 dl 7T*Tq fttFT I 

ftotgd RJ ftfcd/ 7 feqft*T qq RcblTT T^RcT: ftrqfftftq^ qfftfefS ft 7 TT&T \'c 5 7 eiq> 

3)U|iH c^ WT HgWI f ^7 ^ feHJ Ifpg f^^| v3T 7T3 hTT ^ I VllBl4>'J u l ?>Ff HIHel 

q _ 7 arift ’*11 Jfl7 c5RT t I ckfaFT fMel ^ ^ dr^lfc^P UTBITl ^>1 ftq'3l4 ^ 

araf^r smFrr arrqw^ ?t w t l 

(xiv) v^TTlf^ OT7 f^TJT ’TUT t. W7T3nf*fl<J) ^ *M $ t^UT upf^ ft. fttRT<t) 

cfprmr wddi^^ w cftt^i ttIr t i ^tti f^rd?r T7 717 ^ 31 ™ ^ 77 ft <£t 

TMftJer ctfrt^ appifcr ^tt 'jyij.w ^Rr 1 B 75 % Trcif'l ft 7 ^ I^^rri wy 

dFTETg argqTcR <f^t c^ ^lrq 7 fe* 1 0 i 7 ^ we ^ yfti 77 ^: 

vWTd t ^ 3RTf^ #7 'K pr fTT dRc^ ^ WcT WW ^ 1:1 ^ ST^TfcT 

^tcm ^ 77 $ wferd Tsrtdt ^ dRcT apjirfcr ^ ^ utr 3iw 

WWct ? I WalT^l WT fl -RTTeftTl T^TRR HTf^R '•ft 777RP7 ft'4 ^ fel\> 

vlRtcT 5RJ u | -sjf^d7ft ^ Wl ft 1:1 TFHBT t I 

(xv) vm fft^ R7 fftETP7~fftiRf ^ ^fftidd fftft?I ^P7 3TT7I ft •TTft wft ^ left; W 
(TNI arftjylkl fftfftftf ^ fftfftR Tftcft ^ eTPTcT fftHfctRad fftTJT^ ftcft ^ l— 

(3>) '%y\ ^Pf ^ ftl^ld fti? ci 1 x-dfcjcr> eZTPjf | 

(v!5) sNSMl 9ftT7: ftzi dRWf 3PRI# 3isftcf 14 irirRlB, vlft f^P)-IITH< 4 > (ft^l) 

ST7T fft^lIRd 15 yfrRId fttft ft I 

(^r) yR>iiq| gTTT ?ftr? cTFTcT ^T ffttlf7°I ?NI7 ^ 31^TH 

itttt ftftn ft i ^er Rpjft cfftdei y^jM4> arftt ?R> y?R ft yft?T ^7 MI\ T 
ft 3fR WJ ft ftt y^icH ^7 7ft ft I TTlft R7 3TRT ft 4 TvjTR apjRftt 

R^ft trrt T^ftt ft weft ft i d^ry-dft ft RRft ft, yrfft^TR 19.5 
yld¥ld ftt 3JR ftt 3I^ftft ft 'TFT ft | RTTcfft '^TTlftlT fftRWlW VT$Rr? ry 
y?j,rR fftftTR ft fftrr ffftgft m 20 yfftvid ftt arra ^7 #^^7 ^7 tft ft 1 
fftftWT fft ftftt ftt FTFT7T ft fftR 'qr IftftW RTTeftB Rpft jhl^fftd 3fp7 
yiS'ddK FTR7T, ^T7 IT17T fftq F7 3^qft tT7 TjqTTEf fftft^ ift 3TTqft[ ftt 
77WT 20 yfrliMd q7 3T«TqT BTfft dWT Wlft ft I 
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Q'dl oVcl IjX? dlaplfeio? Ml-Mel *Y $fal<Tl xr 20 HfeRTcT 3TTR RTRRT \jfta iff 
T1RRTT £ I 

(xvi) ^ fakfY xjRT Ry 4 RR-RR xr fadR RR?f 1 £? amtf^lcT f^ft 7JRT RiR 

Yf TMfecf f^M ggrr Tift XR faY?T xr 31TR RR RTRT faqi t I IT^aiT^yM Efm 
3FTTTJ RX? R^f RIjY R>FT yR TT^kTT | <?RVi>H3tliY'(YY<fY 3rfaf> 3T$lR> M RY 

3YTTR JTFHft—3K|ipf| Zftrrr fa&YY ^RT ^TT RYY fayR R> TO 3 £[ f^?f[ 7£RT XR *f 
RR-RR rY RRRT ifaf RR RTRT RR Tf^TI t I 

(xvii) XfRX?yj3n4<Ylcfl A ^ 2000—2001 RY fen? <?$fildl ?fayf XR aim R>T RTRI fa^T $ | <RT TO 
3 ^Kf YfaJcT R?t yjtRT ^RT RRtft t fa R^lddl faR apff 7TR5 XJlfa 

R^f fax? RI? £ 3lfy ffaY tftR €f aildfad fax? XRT^ R>f 3imT t I fRl faSRf gx? 

l q r TRTOII^M xjY RY fa? RRXR 3TTR RR RTRT R^T RR yiRRE I cT^^N. 5RI^ 
fafaRT i[ 2000-2001 ^ Tfa RTR ^ fa? iff R$RcTT yfaTf tR 31TR R?f aFfrfct 

3Y £ I 

(xviii) faTTRcI RRR RRRTf3TTf#£t RY R^Ref R> fa? 6.5 ftfalR €Y^RPI<TT RYf TfaeXRT RRdT 
% I R5T ?I<E fa RTlftf X?RI?T73TT'faY<ff xf iRT STRcTT fa RTR RR*f ^ fa? 3fxff£lc1 xjfa fa 
xjfap eTRT f^RT t, <3^ 2000-2001 afft 2001-2002 R> fa? 3flTTcT KTRRT RRRtR cTRRR 82 
nfcPTIR $ 1 ^jfa RfSfRel fa fafa^ STRRT 3lfa ift RTRT fa RIFff 1 x?RX?yT3fayflcfl TTRRR: 
sYRwiRdiaif xr arfgrRnTR arg^TR aim rr rirt r^[ rrt ttrrtt i r ^Rer rgr r?i 
RftRlGHiarf A Rfe® fti# ifl RtM^IRT A ^ TO A, fafalRI RT7R i\ iff affaRnlR 
arm rtrt rrpY rr 3IRrir Riff rrtri i ^ gfif gi; ot? (xv) («) alk (r) 

R«lM(wlfecl RffRRT afhl I[fYc|<ff VfTRf R^ 3TTR R5f R>R RRFff cjff 3M7RRRTT t I WY 
ft^elqR ^ TRTf TRftenKffR arafe ^ RfnR clf^RR R> afTTRI aiRRI RRRYr fR Ri^r 
^? R$Yrrt afh? ^f^Rcff TfRRf rr aiffewRR 80 yRlvid sitr Rff arjHftf 4f t I 

(xix) RRRyian^M uht iRRR arjRH R^ 2000-2001 Rf ^Yrr rr^Y aik Rff r^Y 

yT% Rnft t I m kRI RRT t fa RR ?fR RR^Td f-ffe <Y RRR 3lfal> t I ^fa, RR 
aicRfaf> RRj<ff RlkdT fafaR ^uff RRfaR RRlft % RTlfal? SR^f TYYRcTT 3jk ^ffacff 
X^Y XR 3fTR R>f RIRef TTRR RR^fR kffa ?fR $> anfeRR »Y Rcfjtfl T?Yr R5f DfR faRT f I 

(xx) rxr^t araeiYcPR afty ymfciR ^ anYfR, x?Rx?rr3n^M ^rt ar^d HFid ftdRi rjY 
'(RlYfal RR fan RRI t I TRfffar efTRR faRR R?[ T?^ Ufa ai^REl- | Rf RFT ^ REPR 
t I TlRff^d RTXTd faRR TRtYeTR RY fax? IRdlftd T?JeRi Tf 3TTR rYY yfifRddl ^ WI 
A faRtf RTRT Rif 2000-01 3)k 2001-02 ^ fa? RPRI: 14.46 flfcRTd 3lk 16.76 afcRTR 
R?ifdi ?• I ?ti h^r afkiR orreT fa^l f^r^r xr 3itr rtr^Y ^ fax? yyjcR> rY ririr 

Tf xpr RRRT arjRcR t. 15.6 afcRTR ^RRT £ I 

(xxi) x7RXRT3n^sf[^Y ^ avjcR) PinfeiRad rtriY t: 

fa) RTjf^r dRdel adlelT R>t R«f fafa RRRT ?YRT t, XRRf ai^cf RORR (R«f 
fa^IRT RRR) fal ^Y aiRlRttd fa?RxM R5f RTfltf fYrt ^ I 

fa) fdPfd R^5I xifafarTRY RYY 3EJHlP)d TTRRTRfa 30 Rxf R?[ ffalRR afat? ^ RgR 

aifaRj t [ r^r ansyRR rrzr is rrT r> rtr afafenfai rrfY ^ grYen 

faxYY 11 ^fa, RR^Ry cRdel RRIRd afa^f rYY RRTftd XR XRR ^ 
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Tffyft att arterr Ftcft t aft? aiftaT *t a^erarai srt ya: ana qftaairfqf at 
fcRj ufcnjfct at ^IdH <#> fed? at$ HTW a^f t, S^fid? dPtdd Udld4> att 
Rilled arafa *t appft cTFicT att aR^t at fcdj 30 a4 att ftarad atafe areiaT 
iw Raiad 3ra% at arraN a* tjrtfri att arai ^r ftRR aRaT Ftcn $ I 

(xxii) TOimwifad 30 ufcl^id a$fa atf aa arm afR a# 2000-2001 / 2001-2002 at ^jan yaa 
aa dMiof — ataf 4tad qga ff wRacfa afta RtPwti aa 4 wRactd att attar dtf> 4t aiiyw 

aa dffidd srardtp 5RT cftlR 30-^Rl factta fcWRT <§d mR^uHI cTFRT aa 14 jrfcTCRT 
3TT^3TR3TR aaifcTT t I 

gar 3ffeiR aa an^aiRaiR am & ^crtf^j fatpRd tfac^t yadH RaTaa aRR ft aarM a^ 

atf ^ 3IFIR ^R ufT Hdldd A> ydP ^ ft 47/-R4 1 ? wRl ^ H , ll*ll ifR aa 

Rilled arsrffer at 3o4 a^ aa^ 5eio/-amy yfct aa aa> aacn $ i aaa tfadfl gaaia 

a*t yfcT ^t^ReR aa (nilcrxTl ' ^IdH £ cgd t^pM 3ita 30 atf att RaWctt mfA at 

3tara ygacra f^i arnt aiR a>a 2t^at arm aa Rraacft M) aa fama ftan arraT t 
tit yRtilddl dFRT 34 yfcRId Fttit I dffidd yifldas at 3TJfIR dF <£qd PWlfhjRch t 
afk aRdfoa> qRwim Rft FtaT atfffo ^factit aa ijacna arftiaivaaj ati aa aRai titai, 

TIFT dcp fti> 3PR 3RI dTdti atf 2000-2001 / 2001-2002 tit RR aa RcR aFctt t I 

iRmf^r 30 yfrivrd<Rt m arm 3?k f^Rm<7 wt mi«i^riftri 

^fiRM>lfcl ^ 4i<J«l ^t df3d d HI eft ^ 3TFIR F7 dt^dd Mdld<f> SKI ct*IK 30 q4T<j Rlettd 
ftcR°r dit4 W^RFW anf3IR31R dff -5RlfdT, 3FR ftdgd t^Rfl dl u lldl^ 31T^3IRaiR 
3>T ^T4 hT f^tden ^ I eWlR 7IF ^ BRfd d4>dd> dtff t ^qt% 3FR dPTTT «T57fl % dt 
ir^) 4>\ -»tt ^t^HH aRdT FtdT I 

(xxiii) ifpri3it^M at a^^R yFfdd PR d4 afR M?ft aR^FRt at f^aa^ a^t 
att arjdfer $ i a^fara iw ^ Tja^fian^M A Maa? att FdRt afR ^srroft 
aR^Rt ^ y?aa ; i wfr d^ ^>7 a>^Rt ^ ^ftsf dM att ata att ^ 1 5 a wi ^ 
d*Rta ijaiRiarT^fr^t ^ ai^m R>ai ^ d^ ^7 ait^ oictl aR^*Rt A> JHRaa 
?rrf*id mrt Riara stet % #7 ?df^7 att ^ wi FRtt aif^j 1 

as araai fRit f^ aaaaan^M srt wm m a?^Rt a^ ygwa A> feP7 
naRt aaaf a? ara—'9jaa> ^ Tuf^td 1 atfetRiw, aia a^^R a>i j it ^ d^ si cl 
t> at eRtFPTRa? at 70 a A df^ad yaida> att rj«tt afR #a?raRt att aan aR^r 
Ftctt % 1 aerffy aaat aa ycasffcT: vus'kim a^t f^ar vjiicii, aj'^dy ct> ana aaaf aa ari^ra? 
aara anRt ^<7 ^ ya?a ay ms<ch f^ar uitctt t 1 ama ijdiTadi^^ aa aana d^ 
a>'^ , R ^ '4ld< aaaf att wl-sc) ^>7 t41a>R aR fd^i vumi ^ eft aaaaan^jtt^t 
a^a aa^R aFara aaR att ata ^fda-^caaf% ^ att an aaaft £ 1 $a ar^raRa 
att vi led Rad' 4lRi aaat—aa^ aaRt ^ ^fcR—^j^aa^ff^aa ^ Rid«s ^t 1 ^ 4<ad 
^< 7 , anFft afR d4 card'd ^ feta an k 1 att aa^sa aard an aaa^ai^ftt^t aa aat 
'id'la>i4 a^t maT dmi 1 

(xxiv) aaaaan^fM A f^ara? 1 3 ritd, 2 ooo 7 t sn$?a> ^ arataa aa arg^ta f%aT t 1 
aaa-apjTjdt 7 t aRitaa ir f^aiv aRct ft; ■jjadstt aaia ^ 3 ajatf 4 a aRd aa 
att 4 altf^Ra a#f t 1 ^ft twet ^ 7 , a?itaa aa aRa ^ tor ft fd mAw att ad^rgpar 
att aRRf 7 t ai4t yam €t star 1 


3USUv\0J3CO 
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W^'lchdia^t WRf 4 1JR> eRcTT-1B^ IRJeq RfuRT RRld R> foTCT WRIT t, yft PfalRd #ri ^ Wf£ 
1^5 R>RRr RSWT BM RRd Rv frR WrflH^ ^RRR? afrf RlRfftcT #R ^ RR PwRR RRd ^ 
ten? I cTWT 24 RR3R Slfct 'MT RR RRTreR RR >fRRT sfRRT W, feRRft ^RT qRqRSn^tfdf 

§RT dt R| t, RwfRcT RR fd?tR R?7d ^ feR v3f*RT ^RR> R> WR 3 RR?f Rr? RcFdl t I 


122 ^ ^ 5NI $ 3JRTeR ^ 5TWT eTFf ^ f^R RtuRT ?t ^TRnff t, R? 3Rd 3TTR d 

<j4 amr RtWRT R#t «r RRnff I ^ 3 t£rr tirtt qftcklH arnl^r ^ntr wf jfcRt R?r rsttr 

rtRdt ?ft rtr R^ft i cR-ier RRieRT afk wt^t ^ fen? ^r dtyicif^p ^ ^ 

eFRTT-R^ V|yeq> ilt'jHl RRHT 3{TR7RR> ^RTT I 


M cm& 8mr-^ RtwR £ cdfor tr} rr> rf vM&w a^ftR 

^ WT d 3fd ^ 24 RRR ^- ftvffttf RRdT $ I ^T RF?RR M «Ff 24 RRT RR ^ STRT qftRR fiJR^ 
mR ?Rt i Rtpj 3TeRT d)d RRfF rrrrj $ fox? jtrr $ % j^- w ^ 

1 


13 ^ij&RqfR d 3R RdtR r^r*? afr? m*ff Rd ftRTRR r?t 3rgRfcr rr 55^1 rrtrt £ 1 

RRTIRRr & feR RRRf-WRT ORTtf 4 ftRTRcT ^RT aRW WfKHT^M 3fW RfW R^Rf cR> 
T| ^ fv ^ \ ^ ^ 'Ptd pRfq R*ff R^IWtldt 3fR R^ff cTcftR RRTRTcT R^f IRTfdcT <F?R | 

qRRran^dtdf d RTR’ifcHq> rp^ R^iru q? 3iRfrl vjdi^ aff? cfPfRef yRTRR> gM ^pff r>t 
crdtR 3eRf $ feR 3nf^fe WRcTr Rrg?tRT m q?R rurt t i fcif^i rr otf d ^ ^ 

1 TTR \> d td cRf fdq R\T £ I ? ^r mfteer d ^ qpft qrTRf $ RjfReT ^fcqfR ^ f j^r 

RRdto wr R m (atiifdK r ) ^ Rg m ^?r rr rraf rr^ ^ f$R qgr £ i ^r 3r*ft iff an^ftr? Rf mrgm 

RRT RRRT $ I HTftRRR d ?R iff fd°tR f^RT § RF ^fREf d RR^qrif rp'^RT CilRR 3nd T fl\' FT Rr^rR 

amfe flTRR^^krr i «r cTf RFstcTi t wrf-W MRf r?i ijd f&ift rri^ Rif 

qfRdt i 


14. vR'iltfd Wdf 3ffR fd u f'R ^ 3TEftR IJRIR^^df ^ RRf d> RR qf 3t^T- 11 if cfl #HT 

clq RRflfSR f^RT WRIT t? I 


TRT. WT, WR%T 
[ fWRR/3/4/3RR./143/2000 ] 
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3TJ3ET- I 

iRVTITn^'tflcfl y?Jc-4> 

TRfff^RT cTPTcI 



•JTRf^F 

1999-2000 

3HjRlPld 

2001-01 

2001-02 

7TRTHIRT (^J) 

343187 

493450 

579803 

(TTf^I eTR5 3) 




(I) irai'cH 3TTT 




TTCflER '<£ YraWtH ^TC 3TRT 

9,089.70 

13,069.50 

15,356.70 

f^TT TRlItH <i> 3TT7T 

1,196.60 

1,271.81 

1,507.90 

vTT vJlY® 

10,286.30 

14,341.30 

16,864.60 

SJTRT7 »TT 

729.10 

1,016.40 

1,195.30 

<%cH arm 

9,557.20 

13,324.90 

15,669.30 

3TET 

53.26 

17.40 

19.30 

^ei iraraR aira 

9,810.46 

13,342.30 

15,688.60 

(II) IRRTT cTRRt 




ORTTN TIToFT cTHTcf 

701.56 

1,343.00 

1,740.60 

HTIIcTT RRW RvT^fT 

325.80 

732.40 

800.10 

3rj®pi 

165.20 

235.90 

258.30 


54.00 

88.41 

94.61 

TTFTRJ JHleM 

508.20 

643.60 

1,136.40 

'Oyfrl elMlO 

253.70 

198.00 

198.00 

TJcRT tifatf^/TTElR 

173.10 

174.40 

184.30 

iraTER ■an'Fry ^eoftti 

1,845.50 

3,139.69 

3,888.81 

'JRRW f^TRIT 

227.00 

205.50 

219.90 

dct>41cpl T)cin; 

337.15 

343.60 

374.80 

vTD— vjTTS 

4,591.21 

7,104.50 

8,895.82 

%-y^icR tje?hto 

211.00 

236.48 

237.48 

fctf^ET cq7J 

308.80 

310.20 

310.20 

viffe— 1 

5,111.01 

7,651.18 

9,443.50 

III 3f1^m (I-II) 

4,499.45 

5,691.12 

6,245,10 

IV 5R£r IJcf TTTRI-H VjqRflR 

556.60 

559.60 

589.90 

v faciei ari^r?k (iii-iv) 

3,942.85 

5,131.52 

5,655.20 




[ MPT III—^5 4] 
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2] 


arfcrf^T 3M 


q? ajM 

3,409.40 

3,435.10 

3,896.70 

sjTuf ^ 3TRT 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

3RTJTift ^ gSTFTfr 

279.20 

18.84 

95.74 

VII «TM-WSf 3T^Rt^ 

254.25 

1,677.58 

1,662.76 

vin <^nft Tjtft 




ix ^ww 




(^) ?f^ im yuti 
fa) g^tatrr ?t?R ijsft 

23,238.20 

0.00 

23,238.20 

13,000.00 

23,238.20 

13,000.00 

j( q#n q ^ n4 >gfti 
iFzmtN& ftfrt 
x vktr farter 

$cf eFft {p£ T j3ft 

23,238.20 

4,365.84 

31,872.36 

3,944.96 

32,293.24 

31,915.10 

55,153.30 

36.061.00 

67.933.36 

36,506.90 

68,800.14 

VII «iTur-q?q forger arfSr?W 
- cR)^t ^i<nq TpKf) 
wit® 

254.25 

337.15 

1,677.58 

343.60 

1,662.76 

374.80 

- <rftu?TT ?|g>t q>j ernrm 

591.40 

2,021.18 

2,037.56 

@14% *80% 

vagi’ — ^fadcO vlg^t 97 cTPHiVr 

0.00 

639.98 

1,296.94 

@20% *80% 

3i£n?tq w,r (orrnm,«rra 3frr cjg^t 

0.00 

3,271.05 

3,314.15 

fai ^ <f rg) 

3rf^r?tg wa (TrerteR g> ^mfeStg 3og 

591.40 

-1,889.86 

-2,573.53 

g>T yfcftRT) 

aftm yfrracf-2ooo.oi 3ik 2001-02 

6.51 

-14.46 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 15th November, 2000 


No. TAMP/28/2000-JNPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major 
Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Nhava Sheva International Container 
Terminal Limited (NSICT) for revision of its Scale of Rates, as in the Order ap¬ 
pended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 


Tariff 7 Authority for Major Ports 

Case No-TAM P/2 8/2000- JNPT 


The Nhava Sheva International Container 
Terminal Limited (NSICT) 

O Ft P 


APPLICANT 


(Passed on this 7th day of November 2000) 

The Nhava Sheva International Container Terminal Limited (NSICT) has 
submitted an application for revision of its Scale of Rates proposing an upward revision of 30% in 
the consolidated charges for movement and handling of containers and containerised cargo with 
effect from 1 April 2000. The NSICT has also proposed same rates for both laden and empty 
containers. 

2. The NSICT has given the following reasons for its proposal to increase the rates: 


(i). With the present tariffs, the NSICT is loosing money and does not recover a 
decent return for the service it provides. 


(ii). There is a negligible contribution towards Return on Capital Employed (ROCE) 
although the TAMP has advocated its agreement to 18% - 20% return on capital 
employed. 


(iii). The level of proposed increase is not substantial. Although TAMP has 
advocated an 18% - 20% ROCE, the proposed tariffs will yield a lower ROCE to 
avoid imposing an extremely high tariff increase on customers and the trade. 

3.1. In accordance with the consultative procedure adopted by the Authority, the 

application of the NSICT was circulated to various concerned users/representative body of port 
users. Comments received from them are summarised below: 

The Bombay Cus tom House Agent* Aseociatlon (BCHAA) 

An increase of 30% of the charges proposed by both the JNPT and NSICT is unjustified 
for the following reasons: 

(i) . There is a tremendous increase in the number of containers handled at the JN 

Port over the past 3 years with a minimum growth rate of 30%. The number of 
containers handled by the NSICT over the last 9 months is almost equal to the 
number of containers handled by the JNPT. So increase of tariff is unjustified 
keeping in mind the cost savings and price benefits that are derived by the 
operators due to volume leverage. 

(ii) . By simple logic rates of each and every operation in container handling cannot 

increase by 30%. 


(HI).' Despite hike in diesel and other operating cost, the small transporters and 
contractors, who supply container handling equipment and trailers have not 
Increased their tariffs by more than 10% whereas large contractors who have 
huge overhead but handle larger volumes have increased their tariff by barely 
5% to 7% 
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(iv) . Terminal Operators have never given their own contractors a one time increase 

of 30% Irrespective of number of years after which their contracts are renewed. 

(v) . 40% of the existing THC is being excess recovered from the trade by the 

Shipping companies towards container handling costs. A further hike in 
container handling cost will only result in escalation of THC, 

The Container Shipping Unas Association (CSLA) 

(i) . The proposal lacks any form of justification for the increase. It is, therefore, 

Impossible to comment the rationale for such increase. 

(ii) . Order of TAMP dated 5 December 1998 states that the tariff was approved for a 

two years period. So, it is 8 months premature to revise the tariff. If there is 
“good reason” for revision ahead of schedule, the NSICT should furnish 
justification. 

(iii) . The NSICT has raised this proposal based on some agreement with the JNPT. 

There is nothing in any agreement that prevents the NSICT from charging less 
than the JNPT. 

(iv) . ' The NSICT has chosen to adopt the JNPT tariffs as “ceilings" for their own 

purpose. The JNPT, has chosen not to Increase some charges, whereas, the 
NSICT has proposed increases. So by definition this cannot be allowed. 

(v) . Throughput from the NSICT has considerably increased than that estimated at 

the time of determination of the NSICT current tariff. So the profitability has 
increased more than expected. 

(vi) . The general principle of the apparent linkage between the NSICT and the JNPT 

must fly in the face of the Government’s avowed intent to encourage competition 
in the ports and should be examined. 

(vii) . When the earnings are in the region of Rs.220-230 crores after payment of 

royalty, it seems unlikely that the NSICT is making a loss. 

(vlii). The existing tariff is subject to a minimum level of performance of 20 moves per 
hour per crane. This needs to be formally answered before any tariff increase 
can be contemplated. Any increase proposed (in tariff) should be conditional 
upon a higher level of performance. 

(ix) . The NSICT’s cost base cannot be the same as JNPT’s; and, justification of an 

increase of 30% on cost ground seems likely to be difficult. 

(x) . Billing of empties at the same rate as loaded boxes is illogical as empties can be 

block stocked, block handled and there is no requirement at all stages to 
manage units individually. Reward must be commensurate with the work done. 

The Shipping Corporation of India (SCI) 

(i) . The NSICT proposal for increases seems to be only a follow up on the increase 

sought by the JNPT, without any justification for increase. 

(ii) . Increase given to the NSICT would result in increased remittance out of India. 

Alternatively, the surplus resources with the private operator may be used to 
further develop the facilities in the NSICT terminal. This can relegate the JNPT 
to a position of non-existence, If it is not able to keep pace. 

(iii) . Increase is sought to remain competitive with the JNPT at least in terms of rate. 

(iv) . Application is premature with reference to the TAMP Order relating to fixation of 

current tariffs. 
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Volumes handled by the NSICT is 3,43,187 TEU in 1999-2000. With the 
increased revenue, they, in fact, should be offering much lower rates than the 
JNPT. Some lines have negotiates tower tariff with the NSICT. TAMP may find 
out if such rates exist and we would like to know if these low rates were 
approved by the TAMP. 


(i) . The proposal is premature. The existing rate structure of NSICT should not be 

disturbed. 

(ii) . The NSICT has not advanced any tangible reason for the increase. 

(iii) . The NSICT seeks increase just to maintain parity with increased JNPT tariff 

ratas. 

(iv) . Benefit of lower handling cost at NSICT will not be passed on to the trade, if the 

NSICT request is conceded to. 

(v) . Conceding the increase to the NSICT on the same basis as JNPT will amount to 

granting benefits of cost plus formula to NSICT based on JNPT cost, which is 
neither desirable not justifiable. 


Mumbai ant N 


* tv : Bd rrvrfd n Pa m ri m m • n P-eHiI rw.f tt-th niwil iaLkeIjI 


(i). The proposal is premature and not given any explanation / justification for the 
proposal. 


(ii). We would like to see the profitably working of NSICT, before making any 
comments. 




Indian exporters have been striving hard to compete in the stiff international market with 
the increasing globalisation of world trade, ability to keep costs low and price the product 
competitively will be the only way to maintain and increase the market share and any 
hike in the charges would add to the cost of their exports thereby affecting their export 
efforts. 

The FIEO has also forwarded comments of M/s. Hansa Agencies Private Limited. They 
have given the following comments: 

(i) . Earlier when the goods were shipped in break bulk all the charges were 

borne by the steamship companies. 

(ii) . When the THC was started in India it was Rs.150/- per container for 20' 

which has jumped now over Rs.9000/- per 20’ TEU which is sometime 
more than 25% of the seafreight. 

(iii) . The introduction of the containerisation, the handling charges of 

steamship companies have gone down considerably. 

(Iv). In other countries THCs are borne by the steamship companies 
themselves. However, in India it pass on to exporters. 

(v). No hike be permitted and the THC should be absorbed by the steamship 
companies. 
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Indian National Shipowners Association MNSA) 

(i). The NSICT has merely put up their rates because of the JNPT has proposed an 
increase. The NSICT should present full details of their costing growth, 
productivity and reasons for seeking increase. Port Terminals are very much 
utility services and they should not develop monopolistic approach. 

(li). The annual throughput has increased from 1,75,000 TEU to 3,51,000 TEU i.e. 
100% increase over their expectations. On the other side, JNPT’s 1998-99 
throughput of 4,61,136 TEU has dropped to 3,74,353 TEU in 1999-2000. Thus, 
a strange situation seems to be setting in operation. Throughput of the JNPT 
has dropped and JNPT wants to increase tariff to meet the reduced earnings 
among other things due to reduction in throughput and as a result the NSICT is 
required to Increase in tariff rate even if its throughput has bounced 100%. More 
productivity and increased volumes should be the reasons for reducing tariff. 

(Hi). The NSICT as per their advertisement is offering a saving of Rs.120 01- per TEU 
to ships calling at their terminal. In that situation why the increase is sought? All 
costing and revenue details be disclosed the NSICT and JNPT to give an 
opportunity to study It by the TAMP and users. 

(iv) . Concessional tariff be prescribed for coastal movement of containers to keep in 

line with Government approval of concessional vessel-related charges. 

(v) . The NSICT is proposing to increase the transhipment charges, while JNPT is not 

increasing the transhipment charges which is not justified. 

(vi) . Inflation cost should be set off by depreciation of Rupee value in view of dollar 

denominations of various rates, and resulting gains from them. 

(vii) . Streamlining and rationalisation of the rate for empty flat racks are required. 

These are handled in five empty flats to a bundle whereas the rate charged is 
per flat rack. The bundle of five is handled at one time. Hence the rate should 
be reduced to one-fifth- 

The Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust 

(i) . Except for transhipment containers, the NSICT has proposed the same increase 

in tariff as JNPT has proposed. 

(ii) . The JNPT has not proposed any increase for transhipment containers in order to 

encourage shipping lines to use JN port as a hub-port instead of other ports in 
neighbouring countries. The present position is that rates applicable to JNP 
Terminal are normally applicable to NSICT as well. However if in the 
considered opinion of the Authority NSICT is allowed to charge higher rates than 
JNPT, wp will accept this ruling. 

(iii) . Two different exchange rates for conversion of US dollar denominated tariff for 

collection are prevailing in the JNPT. The NSICT follows the Customs rate 
which is fixed in the beginning of the month and remain valid for entire month, 
whereas of JNPT, it is the reference rate notified daily by the RBI and applicable 
on the date of arrival of containers in the port. This anomaly needs to be 
addressed. 

The Western India Shippers’ Association (WISA) 

(I). It has fully endorsed the views / comments of the BCHAA. 
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(ii) . Earlier, the NSICT has no commercial operations so JNPT tariff were adopted. 

Now commercial operations are already there, so NSICT own cost and revenues 
should be studied. 

(iii) . Ipso-facto approval of rate of the NSICT with reference to the JNPT should not 

be allowed. 


4.1. The NSICT has given the following further comments: 

(i). We have supplied all the required information to justify our tariff increase to 
TAMP. We do not believe that we are required to submit this information to 
other organisations as in most cases the information is strictly confidential. 


(ii) . Our tariff hike has no connection with the proposed JNPT hike whatsoever. It is 

a matter of unfortunate timing that the two proposals have been received by 
TAMP in the same year. The NSICT requires a tariff increase based on the 
financials presented and to provide adequate returns to the company. 

(iii) . We are not aware of any written or other agreement, or any Government policy 

that states the private operator must charge less than the public sector operator. 
A private port operator, like any other private business, must be allowed to 
achieve adequate return on investment. If private operators are not allowed to 
achieve adequate returns this will actively discourage private investment in 
Indian Ports, 


(iv) . NSICT guarantees 20 moves per hour. In reality we surpass this benchmark 

comfortably. Such world class levels of productivity mean that ships stay less 
time in port and hence freight costs are less and goods reach international 
markets quicker. 

(v) . NSICT does not require the personnel of Lines / Shippers to be deployed inside 

the terminal. Our customers save on labour and other costs by using NSICT. 

(vl). Once it is inside the NSICT terminal we take full responsibility for the customers’ 
containers and cargo. This does not happen at any public sector port in India. 

(vii). Hansa Agencies appears to have confused THC with our tariff. 

(viii). We reject in totality the bogey of “monopoly” that the INSA is trying to raise. 
This contention is not supported by any hard facts. 

(ix) . The INSA has tried to put forward a case that the NSICT shall not be allowed to 

increase tariff because throughput has increased "more than 100%”. This 
argument does not make any commercial sense. 

(x) . The INSA makes the point that the NSICT is proposing an increase in 

transhipment tariff though JNPT is not. This is In contrast to the INSA’s earlier 
point that NSICT Is increasing rates merely because JNPT is. It also proves our 
contention that the customer has a wide choice in terms of tariff and service in 
the MBPT - JNPT region. 

(xl). We have provided ample transparent information to TAMP that clearly justifies 
that the tariff increase should be granted on commercial grounds. 

(xii). Customers using the NSICT are tremendously benefited in term of cost savings, 
reliability and efficiency. The Incremental revenues from these benefits are far 
greater than incremental costs due to the tariff increase. 
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(xiii). Emotional issues such as “monopoly” and “cartel” are being raised without 
providing any objective justification whatsoever. The customer in the MBPT - 
JNPT region has tremendous choice in terms of cost and services. 

5.1. In reply to our further queries, the NSICT has submitted following further 
information vide its letter dated 14 June 2000: 

( 1 ). They have given a Schedule showing details of capital employed and return on 
Shareholders funds. 

(ii) . The average dwell time for imports and exports is taken as 5 days and 8 days 

respectively. Exchange rates for 2000/01 and 2001/02 have been assumed at 
Rs.45.58 and Rs.48.31 respectively. They did not anticipate any major increase 
in the dwell time and it cannot be compared to other Ports. 

(iii) . With reference to a query on cost of fuel and repair cost per TEU, the NSICT has 

stated that the fuel cost should have been computed at Rs.16.03 per litre and 
accepted that 6% inflation on actual cost of fuel have been erroneously added. 
The NSICT also agreed that the fuel cost for the boats should have been 
computed at Rs. 16.03 per litre. 

(iv) . Rent for the Mumbai offices is US dollar denominated as per the Agreement. 

(v) . A copy of the Agreement for payment of Technical Services Fee has been 

submitted. 

(vi) . The NSICT has stated that their application does not reflect the effects of 

Minimum Alternate Tax and Dividend Distribution tax. 

5.2. The NSICT has also submitted the following information along with its letter 
dated 14 July 2000. 

(i). A copy of the Rent Agreement, (relating to the NSICT Corporate Office) 

(li). Revised Forms II and III reflecting the actuals for the year ending 31.3.2000 and 
projections fnr 2000-01 and 2001-02. 

(iii) . Cash flow statement. 

(iv) . Details of capital employed. 

6, A joint hearing in this case was held on 21 July 2000 at the JNPT office in 

Mumbai. During the joint hearing, the following submissions were made: 




(i) . If shipping lines cartelise there is no objection. Why object now? 

(ii) . Costs have gone up. We have to revise the tariffs before completion of the 2- 

year cycle. 

(iii) . Financial data cannot be given to everybody due to confidentiality 

(iv) . We stand committed to the Government policy of liberalisation of the economy 

and promotion of market competition. We respond with our efficient service. 


(v). Double the work is involved in transhipment. We have, therefore, asked for an 
increase even though the JNPT does not want it. 
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(vi) . We are all for efficiency linked tariff. Let there be some specific proposal. We 

will consider. But, there has to be a premium for efficient service. 

(vii) . NSICT cannot operate without profit. We must also earn some profit. 

(viii), Same effort is involved in loaded and empty container handling. Therefore, the 
handling rate should be the same. 

(ix) . We want an Increase in the handling rates and not the storage rates. We do not 

want our yard to be cluttered with containers. 90% of the containers move within 
3 days. 

(x) . There is not much of a difference between the RBI rate and the Customs Rate. 

But the Customs Rate is more stable during the month. 

(xi) . We are a company and we have gone by the depreciation rates given in the 

Companies Act and also by the entries in the contract. 

(xii) . The cost statements have been corrected to remove double counting of interest 

on loan. 

(xiii). Variable and Fixed Technical Service Fees are global practices and are further 
approved by the FIPB and the RBI. 

(xiv) . Variable Technical Fees can be on profit before or after deduction of certain 

elements of expenditure. Only the percentage share will go up If It Is after 
deductions. 

(xv) . The NSICT Is a company. We buy services from the P&O; we have to pay. We 

can prove It to the TAMP. 

(xvl). Actuals are widely variant from projections. We have, therefore, had to seek 
revision ahead of schedule. On exchange rate fluctuations, we have gone by 
the trend and have consulted the experts - 6% to 7% inflation is realistic. 

(xvii). We need not be tied down with the JNPT rates. If TAMP decides otherwise, we 
will abide by it. 

(xviii). We see no point in the demand for concessions for coastal cargo. Actually 
subsidies are being done away with. If coastal traffic can be subsidised, why not 
others'? 

(xix). There may be special contractual arrangements between Lines and Terminal 
Operators on free service. But, there are costs. Unless they are specifically 
waived by the Terminal Operator, they cannot be ignored. 

Bombay Custom House Agents Association (BCHAA) 

The NSICT says that they are giving many free services. But the Lines have not passed 
on even a part of this benefit to the trade. TAMP must look into it. 

Container Shipping Lines Association (CSLA) 

(i) . Commercial confidentiality is correct. There is not a word about its justification; 

which is unfortunate. 

(ii) . The NSICT has tended to privatise the Issue by saying that Lines also gang up 

which is not correct. The two are not comparable. Shipping is governed by 
forces of supply and demand. It is not so on the port side. 
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(iii) . The JNPT and the NSICT proposals are the same. Extraordinary coincidence! 

They are defeating the trends towards the competition. 

(iv) . The NSICT proposal is ahead of schedule. Where is the justification? 

(v) . Costs have not increased. The NSICT has obviously not well planned. 

(vi) . There seems to be some understanding between the JNPT and the NSICT. Is it 

necessary for the NSICT to raise merely because the JNPT raises? 

(vii) . The NSICT has some elements on performance related tariffs which can be 

refined. Can be related to moves per hour of containers. 

(viii). Charges for loaded /empty cannot be the same. 

Weatern India Shippers Association (Wl$A) 

The proposals are not just similar, they are the same. It is inconceivable that in spite of 
higher levels of efficiency, the NSICT proposes the same increase as does the JNPT. 

Shipping Corporation of India (SCI) 

It cannot be one arrangement for the JNPT and another for the NSICT for handling 
transhipment container. This will cause avoidable hardships for Lines. 

Indian National Shipowners Association (INSA) 

(i) . We do not have data. We request the TAMP to decide in its wisdom even on the 

revision ahead of schedule. TAMP to decide at their discretion. 

(ii) . Let the NSICT have freedom to propose its own tariffs. Let it not be tied to JNPT 

rates. Their rates must be different. Their performance standard must be 
different. 

(iii) . The coincidence of the JNPT and the NSICT proposals is because of 

monopolistic manipulations. TAMP must look into this issue carefully. 

(iv) ,. Coastal VRCs enjoy a concession. Earlier ail containers were only in foreign 

trade. That is why no concessions were given for coastal containers. The 
position is different today. 

(v) . We have no data. Please ensure reasonableness. 

(vi) . At the bid time, the JNPT rate was taken as the basis for the NSICT. Just before 

the bid, the JNPT increases their tariffs by 33%. So it is a bonanza for the 
NSICT. Bid document stated no dollar denominations. They later got it. So, it is 
a second bonanza for them. Now they are following the JNPT hike which is a 
third bonanza. 

Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship-lntermodal Agents’ Association (MANSA) 

(i) . We concede commercial confidentiality. But, in the name of that please do not 

block all information from circulation. 

(ii) . Technical Service Fees are not charged by any third party. It is taken by the 

Promoter. Is it valid? 
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Jawahartal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) 

(i) . Planning is a terminal activity. The NSICT is doing nothing special. There is to 

be no additional fee for it. 

(ii) . PSUs have their own constraints in productivity norms. 100% comparison of the 

JNPT with the NSICT Is not possible. 

The NSICT has further submitted Information/documents on the following points 
vide its letter dated 19 July 2000: 

(i) . Details of Interest on Rupee and US Dollar Loans. 

(ii) . Details of Miscellaneous Expenditure (Preliminary / pre- operational expenses 

written off). 

(iii) . Operating and non-operating assets’ depreciation. 

(iv) . Management overheads. 

8 -1 • Responding to the further queries raised by us, the NSICT, vide its letter dated 3 

August 2000, has submitted the following additional documents / information / clarifications. 

(i) . Unaudited accounts for the year 1999-2000. 

(ii) . Corrected cost statements. 

(iii) . Justification for increase In staff cost, consultancy fee, etc. 

(iv) . Explanations on depreciation of assets, payment of Technical Services Fee. 

(v) . Copies of Loan Agreements. 

(vi) . 30 year Project IRR calculations. 

8-2» The NSICT vide its letter dated 30 August 2000 has given additional 

information/clarifications on some of the issues like Computation of tax In the P/L Account, 
movement of working capital Preference share issue, etc. It has also submitted a copy^of the 
Leave and Licence Agreement between P&O Ports India Private Limited and M/s Speedy 
Transport. 

9. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of this 
case, and based on collective application of mind the following position emerges: 

(i) . At the time of commencement of its operation, the NSICT had chosen to adopt 

the notified JNPT tariffs. The present proposal of the NSICT is based on its own 
costing and the estimated volume of operations. This enables the NSICT to 
deviate from the approach adopted earlier *of following the JNPT tariffs. This 
Authority while approving the existing tariffs of the NSICT in December 1998 had 
observed that it could require the NSICT to formulate a proposal not necessarily 
only with reference to the Concession Agreement, if it found it necessary to do 
so. This observation was based on the argument that any Concession 
Agreement between the two parties could not bind this Authority's statutory 
powers to approve tariffs. Also, such an Agreement could not also blithely take 
away the rights available to a lessee under the law. Viewed in this perspective, 
this proposal is a step taken by the NSICT, in the right direction. 

(ii) . During the joint hearing, almost all the users were unanimous in objecting to the 

proposal of NSICT claiming that it was premature since the existing tariffs were 
approved In December 1998 and were to be valid for two years. It is to be 
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recognised that the NSICT’s existing tariffs are not based on its own costing but 
were an adoption of the JNPT tariffs. The instant proposal of the NSICT is 
based on its cost of operations and in the light of experience gained. It is 
noteworthy that this Authority while approving the existing tariffs in December 
1998 prescribed the validity period of two years with an observation that it would 
entertain a proposal for revision even ahead of the schedule for good reasons. 
Incidentally, the revision to be approved now will hardly be two months ahead of 
the schedule. That being so, there can not any objection to entertain the present 
proposal of the NSICT to revise the tariffs ahead of the two-year schedule. 

(iii) . Users have raised an objection stating that the NSICT proposal is without any 

supporting justification (with cost figures). This objection is not correct. The 
NSICT has submitted costing details in the prescribed format. These details 
have not been circulated by us to all the users in view of the NSICT’s request to 
maintain confidentiality of some of the commercially sensitive Information. As is 
the procedure adopted by this Authority, such details, however, have been 
scrutinised by us for ensuring reliability of information and reasonableness of the 
proposal. 

(iv) . Both the JNPT and the NSICT have approached this Authority with proposals for 

revision of tariffs by an identical increase and at the same point of time. Most of 
the port users have termed this an extraordinary coincidence defeating the 
objective of privatisation to promote competition. Even if it is not an intentional 
coincidence, this incidence points out the monopolistic opportunities enjoyed by 
Ports / Terminal Operators; and, strengthens the need for tariff regulation. 

(v) . The traffic and income projections furnished by the NSICT have been relied 

upon for this analysis without any modification. This has become necessary in 
view of the limited period pf the NSICT operation and the non-availability of data 
from any other reliable sources to test and validate the estimation. If this 
approach seems to have given undue advantage to the terminal operator, at the 
time of review during the next revision of tariffs, any undue benefit accrued to the 
Terminal Operator may be set off against the future revision in tariffs. 

(vi) . A scrutiny of the traffic projection made by the NSICT reveals some minor 

arithmetical errors in computation of throughput of over-dimensional and restow 
containers and consequent computation of income. This has also resulted in 
exaggerating estimation of the equipment operation and maintenance cost. 
These errors have not been rectified in our analysis as their final impact is seen 
to be marginal. 

(vii) . Instead of a 10% annual escalation in the estimates of expenditure allowed by 

this Authority In the case of Port Trusts, the NSICT has estimated the 
expenditure with reference to change in volume of traffic with an adjustment for 
inflation. The NSICT has followed a 5-year average to arrive at the rate of 
inflation (7.02%) to be applied to future estimates of expenditure. This approach 
adopted by NSICT appears to be acceptable. Likewise, the NSICT has stated 
that the foreign exchange rate assumed by it for income and expenditure 
estimation is based on its consultation with experts; and, the present trend of 
exchange rate fluctuation during the last six months confirms its reasonableness. 

(viii). During scrutiny of the estimates furnished by the NSICT, it has been observed 
that the estimated expenditure on account of consultancy fee, employee cost 
and maintenance expenditure of boats are found to be somewhat on the higher 
side. Interestingly, the estimate of 'these expenditure, employee cost in 
particular, have undergone an upward revision even during the pendency of this 
proposal. The NSICT has offered various clarifications to justify its estimation. 
As already mentioned above in relation to the traffic and income projection, the 
expenditure projection made by the NSICT in this regard is accepted subject to 
the condition that the actuals will be verified at the time of the next revision of 
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tariff; and, if wide deviations are noticed, any undue benefit accruing to the 
Terminal Operator; if any, due to wrong estimation, will be set off in future 
increases of tariff. 

(ix) . The rent payable for the Corporate Office of the NSICT has been stated to be 

dollar-denominated in terms of the Agreement entered into by the NSICT with 
the P&O Ports (India) Private Limited. The NSICT has mentioned that the lessor 
had funded the office lease and Interior development through availing of external 
commercial borrowings which are required to be repaid subject to exchange rate 
fluctuationsl There appears to be no merit in the argument of the NSICT. 
Notwithstanding the provisions in the lease agreement, we do not allow dollar 
denomination of rent for the office premises to be included in the cost 
calculations for purposes of computing the tartff. In our analysis, the effect of 
variation in the dollar rate has not been considered; and, a fixed amount of Rs.6 
lakhs per month has been allowed. 

(x) . The cost estimates furnished by the NSICT contained a provision for payment of 

‘Technical Service Fee’ to M/s. P&O Australia Pty Ltd. which is partly in the 
nature of fixed payment per annum and partly in the nature of variable fee 
depending on the profit before interest, depreciation, taxes, etc., generated 
during the year. The NSICT has stated that it is a fee paid for the services 
provided by the P&O Australia Pty Limited and the terms have been approved by 
the FIPB as well as the RBI. The NSICT has also mentioned that this payment 
acts as an incentive to the technology provider to provide the latest technology 
and work methods which in turn will result in better productivity and returns. It 
has been observed that the estimate of this payment is in excess of the 
stipulated amount in the relevant Agreement between the NSICT and the P&O 
Australia. On being requested to explain, the NSICT clarified that the Technical 
Service Fees are paid net of taxes for which necessary approval has been 
received from the Government of India. As a result of the grossing up for taxes 
payable, the amount and percentage of Technical Service Fee are higher than 
what is stipulated in the Agreement. 

It has to be recognised that the BOT contract for development and operation of 
the container terminal has been awarded to the Consortium led by the P&O 
Australia Pty Limited based inter alia on the expertise and standing of the P&O 
Australia. The NSICT was a later creation as envisaged in the Concession 
Agreement. We find that the Technical Service Fee had no linkage with the 
services provided. It is essentially a fixed payment more in the nature of 
dividend payable to the promoter. Further, prescription of a Variable Technical 
Service Fee as a percentage of profit and the practice of grossing up for taxes 
reinforce this understanding. No other similarly placed private Terminal 
Operator in any of the major ports has been following the practice of paying a 
Technical Service Fee to the main promoter. It is observed that the BOT 
Agreements have been awarded based on the expertise of the promoters; and, 
the promoter is expected to pass on the technical expertise to the Indian 
company floated under the respective Concession Agreements. 

The clearance stated to have been granted by the FIPB and the RBI can at best 
be seen as permissions to repatriate this payment. While we do not wish to 
question the propriety of such repatriations, this Authority does not like to 
recognise this payment as a cost element for determination of tariff. It is 
noteworthy that this payment is definitely in the nature of a return on capital 
employed and needs to be treated as a part of the return. 

(xi) . The NSICT has explained that it has adopted the life of capital assets for the 

purpose of determination of depreciation as stipulated in the Licence Agreement 
except to the extent where the depreciation based on the lifespan is lower than 
that stipulated in the Companies Act or decided by the management. The 
Government of India has already issued guidelines to all the Major Ports 
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prescribing the life norms for different types of cargo- handling equipment and 
floating craft employed in port operations. These norms are being followed 
uniformly by all the Major Ports to work out depreciation of capital assets; and, 
accordingly, are considered by this Authority for tariff determination. The NSICT 
is, however, a public limited company which is to maintain its accounts in line 
with the provisions of the Companies Act. The life norms of various assets fixed 
by the Government of India are relevant to the Major Port Trusts which are not 
liable to pay Corporate taxes. In contrast, the Companies Act recognises the 
corporate tax liability of a company and accordingly stipulates rates of 
depreciation for various assets. It is, therefore, decided that in the cases of Port 
Companies, the depreciation norms given in the Companies Act or the life of the 
asset prescribed in the concession Agreements, whichever is less shall be taken 
into account for arriving at the depreciation cost for the purpose of tariff fixation. 
That being so, the approach adopted by the NSICT in this regard Is found to be 
acceptable. 

The depreciation schedule of the NSICT contains a provision for depreciation of 
berths. Although the NSICT has Invested Its funds In creation of these berths, 
the berth hire charges for use of these berths are levied and collected by the 
JNPT. This anomalous position of Investment in reality translates Into the users 
of the NSICT paying twice for these berths - once as berth hire charges to the 
JNPT; and, again, as a part of container-handling charges to the NSICT, as it 
includes a cost element towards depreciation of this asset as also by way of a 
return on the investment made to create these berths. We do not find this as a 
very rational and reasonable arrangement in the wake of the quid pro quo 
principle emphasised by us. However, In this instant case, we cannot but 
recognise the ‘depreciation’ and the ‘return’ on these berths in our cost analysis, 
as nothing can be done by us to alter the Concession Agreement already in 
force. 

(xii). The NSICT has also sought recovery through tariffs of tax payable. Accordingly, 
it has Included in the cost estimates provisions for payment of Minimum 
Alternative Tax and Dividend Distribution Tax. There appears no justification to 
consider the Dividend Distribution Tax as a cost element since it is in effect 
paid/payable on behalf of the shareholders and is akin to tax deduction at 
source. As regards the Minimum Alternative Tax, it has to be recognised that 
the rates of tax are subject to periodic changes and the outflow on account of tax 
is a function of the profit to be earned by the Company. That being so, 
estimation of this liability beforehand for tariff setting may pose problems. It is, 
therefore, appropriate to exclude the effect of taxation from the net surplus 
estimation. If this is not done, adequate compensation by prescribing a higher 
pre-tax return on equity will need to be allowed. 

The Telecommunication Regulatory Authority of India (TRAI) does not consider 
the effect of taxation on the profit of the Operators for determination of tariffs. 
Likewise, in the backdrop of what has been stated above, in our analysis of the 
cost statement, we have also excluded the effect of taxation on the profit. 

(xiii). This proposal has thrown up a very vital issue relating to the return on capital 
employed to be allowed to the private BOT operators. In the case of major 
ports, this Authority has been allowing a return on capital employed equal to the 
rate at which the Government lends funds to the ports plus a 3% contribution to a 
Renewal Fund plus a 3% contribution to a Development Fund. Since the 
Government of India lending rate at present is 13.5%, a return of (13.5+3+3) 
19.5% on capital employed has been allowed in the proposals for tariff revisions 
of the major ports approved this year. 

The capital structure of the major ports and the private terminal operators are not 
similar. While the major ports finance assets through loans and internal 
resources, the private Terminal Operators raise funds through debt and equity. 
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The cost of different sources of funds is easily identifiable in the case of private 
operators. However, it is to be admitted that this Authority has not yet developed 
a totally different model/approach regarding return on investment to be allowed 
to the private Terminal Operators. Because of some legal aspects pertaining to 
the bid process, agreement, etc., it may not be conveniently possible to veer 
away altogether from the existing model/approach. Nevertheless, it will be 
possible to introduce and consider some of the basic issues relevant to BOT 
projects. 

Development of an altogether new model/approach may perhaps have to be left 
to be handled as part of a separate Study with a long-term perspective. The 
Authority is yet to go into this matter. This being the present position, it has 
become necessary to adopt an interim approach to dispose of the instant 
proposal. 

(xiv) . As has been pointed out above, the NSICT has raised funds from different 

sources, costs of which are easily identifiable. That being so, it will be 
appropriate to allow the respective costs of capital in the overall return on 
investment. Even though we are fully aware of the pitfall In this approach due to 
non-observance of a prudential debt-equity norm, in the interim, we prefer adopt 
the approach of allowing the cost of respective sources of capital, accepting the 
1:1 debt-equity ratio obtaining in this case. Significantly, the TRAI also 
recognises 1:1 as a reasonable debt-equity ratio for the telecom sector. 

(xv) . In the light of the discussions above, the costs of different sources of funds 

procured by the NSICT eligible to be considered in the return on investment are 
seen to be as follows: 

(a) . Debt: Actual interest payable during the year. 

(b) . Preference Shares: The adopted rate of dividend payable i.e., 14%, 

which is below the 15% rate prescribed by the Regulator (SEBI). 

(c) . Equity Shares: By definition, the cost of equity share is to be determined 

by market expectation. Very few private Terminal Operators have 
entered the ports sector so far; and, they have also been operating only 
since recently. This poses a problem of gauging the market expectation 
of return on equity. In the case of major ports, the Authority has been 
allowing a return of 19.5%. The TRAI is also considering a 20% return 
on equity for tariff setting. Significantly, available reports on Studies 
conducted by expert Consultant Firms like the CRISIL and 
PricewaterhouseCooper, on the subject of cost of capital, also pitch this 
figure at or around 20%. 

That being so, it is reasonable to reckon with a 20% return on equity in 
the instant case. 

(xvi) . The NSICT has also claimed a return on investment on the foreign exchange 

loss pertaining to the unamortised foreign currency loan, considering the 
variation of foreign exchange rate. The approach adopted by the NSICT cannot 
be said to be correct. The NSICT can at best claim for the losses due to 
variation of foreign exchange rates only in respect of foreign currency loan 
instalments repayable during the year. 

(xvii). The NSICT has claimed a return on Preference Shares for the whole of 2000-01. 
The information furnished by the NSICT in this regard indicate that the 
Preference Shares have not yet been issued, and, they are expected to be 
allotted shortly. That being so, the NSICT cannot claim a return on them for the 
full year. In our analysis, accordingly, we have allowed a return on Preference 
Shares only for a part of the year 2000-01. 
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(xviii). The Concession Agreement envisages a capacity of 6.5 million TEUs for the 
NSICT Terminal. Even though the NSICT has fully injected the capital required 
to achieve this capacity, the average capacity utilisation for the years 2000-01 
and 2001-02 is around 82%. Since the designated capacity of the Terminal is 
yet to be achieved, the NSICT cannot, possibly, claim maximum permissible 
return on share-holdings. Not only in port projects but in relation to investment in 
any of the projects, the investors do not reasonably expect to get a return at the 
maximum right from the start. That being so, the returns on Preference and 
Equity Shares, as mentioned in paragraph (xv)(b) and (c) above, need to be 
scaled down. In our analysis, accordingly, we have allowed only 80% of the 
maximum return on Preference and Equity Shares, considering the average 
capacity utilisation of the Terminal during the period under review. 

(xlx). The estimates furnished by the NSICT show a huge cash and bank balance 
during the year 2000-01. It has been observed that this balance is far in excess 
of the Reserve Fund. Since this excess cash holding represents idle capital, we 
have excluded the cash balance in excess of the Reserve Fund balance while 
reckoning with the return on Preference and Equity Shares. 

(xx). Subject to the above observations and modifications, the cost statement 
furnished by the NSICT has been revised. A copy of the revised cost statement 
is attached as Annex-I. The revised cost statement shows a net deficit as a 
percentage of income from the tariffs proposed for revision as 14.46% and 
16.76% for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02, respectively. Thus, the average 
deficit which is to be allowed to be bridged through tariff increase to assure the 
return on investment works out 15.6%. 

(xxl). The tariff at the NSICT is higher because of the following reasons: 

(a) . Though the Terminal Operator has had to construct the berths, the 

revenue therefrom (berth hire charges) accrues to the JNPT in addition 
to the royalty payable. 

(b) . The estimated life of main assets constructed is much longer than the 

concession period of 30 years. The container handling equipment are 
required to be replaced after 18 years. As the Container Terminal is 
required to be handed over free of cost to the Port Trust on the expiry of 
the concession period, and as there is no provision in the contract for 
payment of compensation by the lessor for assets resumed, the 
Terminal Operator has to consider a higher quantum of depreciation 
based on the concession period of 30 years or the residual concession 
period in order to cover his costs over the concession period. 

(xxii). The 30 year Financial Statements prepared by the Terminal Operator, on the 
basis of income at 30% increased rates as proposed and costs at the price level 
of 2000-01/2001-02 - both revised only to the extent of change in throughput 
and variation in exchange rates - indicate a 14% IRR on the total project cost. 

The IRR on this basis is lower because royalty payments considered are on the 
basis of rates quoted in the Concession Agreement which increase progressively 
from Rs.47/- per TEU in the first year of operation to Rs.5,610/- per TEU by the 
30th year of the concession period. If the royalty payment is considered at a 
constant rate per TEU (arrived at on the basis of total NPV of royalty payments 
and total TEUs to be handled during the 30-year concession period), the IRR on 
Project cost will come to 34%. This, according to the Terminal Operator, is only 
hypothetical and the actual result will be different as royalty payments will have 
to be made at the contractual rates even if other costs remain constant at the 
level of 2000-01 / 2001-02. 
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The 30-year Financial Statements prepared by the Terminal Operator on the 
basis of income at the proposed 30% increased rates and costs escalated with 
reference to throughput, exchange rate variation as well as general inflation do 
not show any positive IRR; if at all, there is an indication of a negative IRR. This 
is, however, not a proper indicator because if costs increase tariff increases 
have also to be assumed. 

(xxiii). The existing container-handling charges of the NSICT allow differential rates for 
loaded and empty containers. In the instant proposal, the NSICT has sought to 
remove this differential and to bring the handling charges of empty containers on 
par with those of loaded containers. In support of this proposition, the NSICT 
has pleaded that the efforts involved in handling loaded and empty containers 
are same; and, hence, the rates must also be the same. 

It has to be recognised that the consolidated charges for handling containers 
adopted by the NSICT include wharfage on cargo also. Further when the 
containers are loaded with cargo, the terminal operatQr as a bailee has to 
provide security and watch-and-ward facilities. Though the cargo is not directly 
handled, cargo along with the container is handled at the hook point warranting 
more efforts. If the proposition of the NSICT is accepted, ignoring the cargo 
inside the loaded container, then the consolidated container handling charges at 
the NSICT can be demanded to be dollar- denominated. The stated policy of 
this Authority has been against dollar-denomination of cargo-related charges. 

That being so, the argument of the NSICT for equating the charges for empty 
and loaded containers is not found to be acceptable. 

(xxiv). The NSICT has requested for revision of tariffs with effect from 1 April 2000. 
Considering the revision ahead of schedule, there is no justification to approve 
an increase with a retrospective effect. That being so, the revision will only have 
a prospective effect from the date of Notification of this Order in the Gazette of 
India. 

0. In the result, and for the reasons given above, an upward revision of 16% in 

ates of the existing items tariffs proposed for revision is approved. 

11.1.1. At the time of the joint hearing, the NSICT has claimed that it provides some free 
services like lashing/unlashing, stowage planning, etc. It has to be recognised that the JNPT 
offers a rebate in the Consolidated Charge, if these services are not provided by it. Since the 
existing tariffs of the NSICT is an adoption of the JNPT tariffs, the NSICT’s claim of giving free 
services is unfounded. In fact, the Consolidated Charges levied by it account for provision of 
these services. That being so, the NSICT Scale of Rates will also need to incorporate a 
provision for ‘rebates’ In case any of these services is not provided. 

11.1.2. The NSICT has proposed a modification in the existing conditionality under General Note 
No.4 relating to the various elements of services included in the Consolidated Charge. The 
proposal is to delete the wharfage on cargo as an element of the Consolidated Charge. When 
the fact is to the contrary, the NSICT cannot propose for such a deletion. It is relevant here to 
note that in Its earlier orders also the Authority had specifically dealt with this issue to say that a 
mere disclaimer about the consolidated charge not including wharfage will not suffice for excising 
this component. That being so, the existing conditionality under General Note No.4 needs to be 
altered to elaborate its definition to cover the component services including lashing/ unlashing, 
stowage planning, etc. 

11.2. The existing conditionality under General Note No.8 stipulates that the JNPT 
Scale of Rates may be referred to for clarifying the issues in dispute, in case of any doubt or 
ambiguity. The instant proposal of the NSICT does not contain this provision. Apparently, this is 
an omission since the proposed General Note No.8 is a repetition of the existing Note No.7 of 
Section 10. Unlike the PSA SICAL Scale of Rates which is self-contained covering all definitions 
and has no linkage-reference to the Tuticorin Port Trust Scale of Rates, the NSICT Scale of 
Rates does not contain all relevant definitions of terms and major conditionalities governing the 
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services rendered. In this context, it will become necessary to refer to the JNPT Scale of Rates 
for clarifications. Till the NSICT formulates a self-contained Scale of Rates, the existing General 
Note No.8 must be retained as it is. 

12.1. The Concession Agreement between the JNPT and the NSICT envisages a 
minimum performance level of 20 moves per hour. In its earlier Order relating to the NSICT tariff 
fixation, the Authority had already prescribed to incorporate this as a conditionality. Even though 
this has been incorporated as a conditionality, no penal provision for not satisfying this condition 
is prescribed. During the joint hearing, the CSLA has raised this issue and advocated for 
prescription of a higher level of performance as a condition for increase in the existing tariff. The 
NSICT has also agreed for an efficiency-linked tariff but demanded premium for achieving a 
higher productivity. The CSLA agreed to propose an efficiency-linked tariff model for the NSICT. 
However, till date, no such proposal has been submitted by the CSLA. The stated policy of this 
Authority is to use the tariff leverage to effect improvements in operational efficiency. This 
Authority is also in favour of prescription of efficiency-linked tariffs at all major ports and port 
terminals. An efficiency-linked berth hire scheme at the Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) has 
already been introduced and extension of a similar principle to the other major ports is under our 
active consideration. In this backdrop, we like to prescribe an efficiency-linked tariff scheme at 
the NSICT also. Such a prescription, however, cannot be made along with the revision being 
made now as the relevant operational data to formulate such a scheme are not readily available. 
The NSICT is, therefore, advised to formulate within three months, in consultation with Its users, 
an efficiency-linked tariff scheme providing for rewards for achieving container-handling rates 
higher than the cut-off limit and penalties for performances below the cut-off limit. The sustained 
average level of performance of approximately 24 moves per hour that has been reported by the 
NSICT can serve as a reasonable pointer for determining the cut-off point. 

12.2. While this can be a scheme for enforcing efficiency in the operation of individual 
cranes, this cannot by itself become a complete efficiency scheme. What will be more relevant 
from a vessel’s point of view will be the turnaround time which will call for optimum deployment of 
cranes also. It will be necessary for the Terminal Operator and the Lines to jointly work out such 
an efficiency-linked tariff scheme from a long-term perspective. 

Pending formulation of such a comprehensive efficiency linked tariff scheme, this 
Authority prescribes 24 moves per hour as the interim cut-off point The total handling charge 
divided by 24 will be the unit charge. For every move above or below there will be a premium or 
rebate respectively with reference to the unit charge. 

13. The INSA has again raised the issue of allowing concessions to the coastal 
containers and cargo. Extending concessions in cargo-related charges for coastal traffic is not 
confined only to the NSICT and the coastal containers. Any decision in this regard will affect all 
the major ports and all coastal traffic. The NSICT, in the instant case, objected to such 
concessions and questioned the appropriateness of making a Terminal Operator subsidise 
coastal movements of cargo. Similar arguments have been advanced by some of the major 
ports in different cases. This Authority has already advised the ports concerned to discuss this 
issue in the forum of the Indian Ports Association (IPA) for a coordinated view of all the ports. 
We are yet to hear the response of the IPA. The Authority has also decided that it will initiate suo 
motu action in this regard, if the response of the IPA is not received within a reasonable period of 
time. Till this happens, status quo relating to cargo-related charges will be maintained. 

14. Subject to the above discussion and decisions, the existing Scale of Rates of the 
NSICT is amended to the extent as given in Annex-11. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT/lll/IV/Exty./l 43/2000] 
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NSICT TARIFF REVISION 
REVISED COST STATEMENT 

. Hems Actual ESTIMATE 



1989-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

Traffic (TEUa) 

(Amounts In Rs- Lakh) 

l)Operatlng Income 

343187 

493450 

579803 

Cont. Income subject to revision 

9,089.70 

13,069.50 

15,356.70 

Cont income not subj. to revision 

1.196.60 

1,271.80 

1.507 90 

Sub-totoal 

10,286.30 

14,341.30 

16,894.60 

Trade Discount 

729.10 

1,016.40 

1,195.30 

Total container Income 

9,567.20 

13,324.90 

15,869.30 

Non-container Income 

53.26 

17.40 

19.30 

Total Operating income 

9,610.46 

13.342.30 

15,888.60 

II) Operating Costs 

Equipment Running Costs 

701.56 

1,343.00 

1,740 60 

Operating & Direct Labour 

325.80 

732.40 

800.10 

Maintenance Labour 

165 20 

235.90 

258.30 

Staff Welfare 

54 00 

88.41 

94.61 

Gemeral Operations 

503 20 

643 60 

1.136.40 

Property Costs 

253.70 

198.00 

198 00 

IT/Communicatlon 

173.10 

174.40 

184.30 

Operations Equip. Depr. 

1,845.50 

3,139.69 

3,888.81 

Equipment Hire 

227 00 

205.50 

219.90 

Technical Services 

337.15 

343.60 

374 80 

Sub total 

4,591.21 

7,104.50 

8,865.62 

Non Operating Depreciation 

211 00 

236.48 

237.48 

Misc Expenditure 

308 80 

310 20 

310.20 

Total II 

5,111.01 

7,851.18 

9,443.50 

III Surplus (141) 

4,499.45 

5,691.12 

8,245.10 

IV Management and General Overhead 

556.60 

559.60 

589.90 

V Net Surplus (NI4V) 

Additional income 

3,942.85 

5,131.52 

5,855.20 

VI Interest on loans 

3.409.40 

3.435.10 

3,896.70 

Interest Income 

0 00 

0.00 

0.00 

Forex Losses on repayment 

279 20 

18 84 

95.74 

VII Net Surplus after Interest 

254.25 

1,677.58 

1,882.76 


VIII Capital Employed 

IX Shareholders Funds 


(a) Equity Share Capital 

23,238,20 

23,238.20 

23,238.20 

(b) Preference Share Capitol 

0 00 

13,000.00 

13,000 00 

Amt Not utilised in buisness 


4,365.84 

3,944.96 

Total Shareholders Funds 

23,238.20 

31,872.36 

32,293.24 

X Borrowed Funds 

31,915.10 

36,081.00 

36,506.90 

Total Capital Emplyoed 

55,153.30 

67,933.36 

68,800.14 

VII Net Surplus after Interest 

254.25 

1,677.58 

1,662.76 

Add- Technical Services Fee 

337 15 

343.60 

374 80 

total 

591.40 

2,021.18 

2,037.56 

Less- Oiv, on Pref Shares @14%*8Q% 

0 00 

639.98 

1.296.94 

Less- Div on Equity Shares @20% *80% 

0 00 

3.271 05 

3,314 15 

Sur plus/Deficit (after Div, & Int technical service fees 

591.40 

-1,889.86 

-2,573.53 

Surplus/Deficit Percentage of income sub. to revision 

6.51 

-14.46 

-16.76 

Average Percentage- 2000-01 & 01-02 


-15,61 



ANNEX-1 
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Annex - n 


NSICT TARIFF 
Schedule of Rates 


I. The existing tariffs given in Sections 1,2,3, and 4 of the Schedule of Rates have 
been revised as given below: 

Consolidated charges for movement and handling of containers and containerised 
cargo. 

Section 1 Charges for all normal and reefer containers 
A Ship to yard / yard to ship using port crane 



2£ 

4£ 

Over 40’ 



(In rupees) 


Loaded 

3,016 

4,524 

6,032 

ICD 

3,016 

4,524 

6,032 

Empty 

2,436 

3,654 

4,872 

Yard to CFS / CFS to yard 

-Transport and lifts at CFS 



201 

4<r 

Over 40’ 

Loaded 

1,073 

1,610 

2146 

Empty 

1,073 

1,610 

2146 


C Yard to Rail / Rail to yard for ICD’s only 



20: 

4£ 

Over 40’ 


ICD 1,508 

2,262 

3,016 

D 

Yard to truck / Truck to yard 




20 : 

40’ 

Over 40’ 


Loaded 464 

Empty 464 

696 

696 

928 

928 

Note: Normal containers are the general type containers, not falling 
under any special categories mentioned subsequently. 


Section 2 

Charges for all transhipment containers 



A 

1 - 3000 teus 




20 : 

w 

Over 40' 


Loaded 3,480 

Empty 3,016 

5,220 

4,524 

6960 

6,032 
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B 3001- eodo teus 



20[ 

Ml 

(In rupees) 

Over 40’ 

Loaded 

3,248 

4,872 

6,496 

Empty 

2,784 

4,176 

5,568 

6001-9000 teus 


20 : 

401 

Over 4Q’ 

Loaded 

3,016 

4,524 

6,032 

Empty 

2,552 

3,828 

5,104 

Above 9000 teus 


201 

401 

Over 40’ 

Loaded 

2,784 

4,176 

5,568 

Empty 

2,320 

3,480 

4,640 


Note : 

1. A transhipment container is the one which is discharged from one 
ship, stored in the yard and transported through other vessel. 

Note : 2. A container originally declared as transhipment container, 

subsequently moved by rail or road will lose its identity as a 
Transhipment container and shall be treated as normal import 
container and prescribed charges as applicable shall be payable. 

Section 3 Charges for all hazardous container 


A Ship to yard using port crane 




20 : 

40 : 

Over 40’ 


Loaded 

3,480 

5,220 

6,960 


ICD 

3,480 

5,220 

6,960 


T/ship 

3,480 

5,220 

6,960 

B 

Yard to CFS - Transport and lifts at CFS 





20 : 

401 

Over 40' 


Loaded 

1,160 

1,740 

2,320 

C 

Yard to Rail for ICD’s only 






20 : 

401 

Over 40’ 


ICD 

1,740 

2,610 

3,480 

D 

Yard to truck 






20 : 

401 

Over 40’ 


Loaded 

580 

870 

1,160 


Note; A container containing hazardous goods as classified under IMO is a 

hazardous container. 
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Section 4 Charges for all over dimensional cargo containers 


A Ship to yard using port crane 




22 : 

42 : 

(In rupees) 

Over 40’ 


Loaded 

6,032 

9,048 

12,064 


ICD 

6,032 

9,048 

12,064 


T/ship 

6,032 

9,048 

12,064 


Empty 

4,872 

7,308 

9,744 

B 

Yard to CFS - Transport and lifts at CFS 





20 : 

42 : 



Loaded 

2,146 

3,219 

4,292 


Empty 

2,146 

3,219 

4,292 

C 

Yard to Rail for ICO's only 


42 : 

Pygf40' 


ICD 

3,016 

4,524 

6,032 


Empty 

3,016 

4,524 

6,032 

D 

Yard to truck 

22 : 

42 : 

Over 40’ 


Loaded 

928 

1,392 

1,856 


Empty 

928 

1,392 

1,856 


Note : Containers carrying over dimensional cargo beyond the normal size of 
standard containers and needing special devices like slings, shackles, 
lifting beam etc. are termed as Over Dimensional Cargo Containers. They 
also include damaged containers and other types which require special 
devices. 

General notes : 

1 . The existing Note No.4 relating to the various elements of services included in 

the consolidated charge is modified as given below: 

“ 4. The consolidated charges as above Include the following elements, viz. 
Stevedoring, use of Gantry crane, use of transfer crane, lashing / 
unlashing, stowage planning etc., wharfage on tare weight of containers 
and containerised cargo, transportation and contribution towards railway 
Infrastructure.” 

2. The following two conditions are added under General notes: 

“ 9. With the prior permission of the NSICT authorities, rebates shall be 
applicable to port users for carrying out various operations with their 
own arrangements. The rebates applicable along with conditions are as 
follows: 
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(i)- 

If ship’s own gear are used 

for loading/unloading 

containers from 


shore to ship or vice versa, 
allowed as under: 

rebates 

in handling 

charges shall be 



20 : 

40 : 

Over 40’ 




( Rebate in rupees ) 


Loaded 

696 

928 

1,392 


Empty 

696 

928 

1,392 

(ii). 

If a port user employs his own 

Tractor 

Trailer (T.T) for transporting 


containers from 

(a) Quay to container yard, 

or 

(b) Container yard to quay 

a rebate in handling charges shall be allowed as under: 

20’ 40’ Over 40’ 

( Rebate in rupees ) 

Loaded 348 522 696 

Empty 348 522 696 


If a port user provides the labour for lashing / unlashing operations of 
containers, a rebate of Rs.35/- per container shall be allowed in the 
handling charges. 

The rebate shall be limited to the number of containers actually lashed. 


(iv). 


If a user brings his own equipment for lifting containers from the 

container yard to truck and vice versa, 

the following rebates in handling charges shall be allowed: 

20: 4CP Over 40’ 

( Rebate In rupees ) 

290 435 580 

290 435 580 ” 


Loaded 

Empty 


(v) . no rebate will be admissible for back to town containers handled by 
private equipment. 
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10. Efficiency Linked Tariff Scheme (ELTS): 

(i). The consolidated charges in Sections 1 to 4 above are for a 
performance level of 24 gross moves per hour per quay crane. 

(li). This minimum performance level shall be the cut off point under the 
ELTS. 

(iii) . The consolidated handling charge 'divided by 24 shall be the unit 

charge under the ELTS. 

(iv) . The actual performance level for a vessel shall be compared with the 

cut off point. 

(v) . Supplementary handling charge with reference to the unit charge shall 

be levied, in addition to normal handling charge, for every move above 
the cut off point. 

(vi) . A rebate in normal handling charges with reference to the unit charge 

shall be granted for every move below the cut off point. 
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